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By Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8705) granting
an. increase of pension to Kitty A. Freeman; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 8706) graniing
a pension to Jemima A. Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETO.

TUnder clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

2415. By the SPEAKER (by request) : Petition of American
Civil Liberties Union, New York City, N. Y., favoring the
immediate recognition by the United States of the Philippine
Islands as an independent State; to the Committee on Insular
Affairs.

2416, Also (by request), petition of members and friends of
the National Woman’s Party meeting at national headquarters,
Capitol Hill, Washington, D. (., requesting Congress to submit
to the State legislatures for their approval the equal rights
amendment ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

2417. By Mr. BOYCE; Petition of the Consumers' League of

Delaware, Wilmington, Del., favoring the adoption of pro-
posed child labor amendment to the Constitution of the United
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
. 2418. Also, petition of Sabbath School, First Central Presby-
terian Church, Wilmington, Del, approving and indorsing the
Permanent Court of International Justice; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

2419. By Mr. BULWINKLE: Petition of the board of dl-
rectors of the Charlotte Chamber of Commerce, approving the
provisions of the national defense act, providing for a citizens’
army, and for an appropriation by Congress of the sum of not
less than $6,000,000,000 to meet the requirements designated
by the act; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

2420. By Mr, GALLIVAN: Petition of Thomson-Crooker Shoe
Co., Boston, Mass., protesting against the passage of the shoe
tag bill; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Uommerce.

2421, Also, petition of Maritime Association of the Boston
Chamber of Commerce; Boston, Mass., recommending that the
Newton bill, now pending, be modified 8o as to authorize the
Interstate Commerce Commission, upon complaint that ade-
quate facilities are not afforded at any port or ports, to re-
scind the application of section 28 as to any such port or ports
if the public interest and the advantage and convenience of the
commerce of the people warrant such action; to the Com-
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

2422, Also, petition of the Hillson Co,, Boston, Mass., pro-
testing against the proposed tax on mah jong games; to the
Committee on Ways and Means,

2423. By Mr. HUDSON: Petition of the Detrolt Council of
Postal Associations, Detrolt, Mich,, favoring the Kelly-Hdge
bill; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

2424, By Mr. MORTON D. HULL: Petition of citizens of the
city of Chicago, State of Illinois, in behalf of Johnson immi-
gration bill; to the Commitfee on Immigration and Naturaliza-
tion.

2425. Also, petition of Chieago Lithuanians, opposing the
Johhson immigration bill; to the Commitiee on Immigration
and Naturalization.

2426. By Mr. McSWEENEY: Papers to accompany House
bill 7431, granting a pension to Raymond E. Fisher, late of
Troop K, Sixth Reglment United States Cavalry; to the Com-
mittee on Pensions.

2427. By Mr. RITES: Petition of Harrisburg Camp, No. 8,
United Spanish War Veterans, Harrisburg, Pa., dated March
28, 1924, indorsing the proposed legislation to increase the pen-
gions of veterans of the Spanish-American War, the Phillipine
insurrection, and the China relle:t expedition; to the Com-
mittee on Pensions.

.

SENATE
WepNespay, April 16, 1924
(Legisiative day of Thursday, April 10, 192§)

The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, on the expiration
of the recess.

Mr, CURTIS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
quorum,
mThenPRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will eall

e ro

The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

GPO

Adams Fletcher McKellar Shortridge
Bayard Frazler McKinley Simmons
Borah e E eorge cLean Smith
andegs jerry McNa Smoot
Broussa Fllu Mayfield Spencer
Bruce sooding Moses Stanfield
Bursum Hale Neely Htephens
Cameron Harreld Norbeck Sterling
Capper Harris Norrls Swanson
Caraway n Oddie Trammell

1t Heflin Overman Underwood
Copeland Howell Pe?per Wadsworth
Cummins Johnson, Minn h tpp.t; Walsh, Mass,
Curtis %ones. N. Pittman Walsh, Mont.
Dale endrick Italston Warren
Dlal Keyes Reed, Pa, Weller
Edge Kin R.omn.son Willis®
Edw;%rda Lad ngplu

eld

Fernald Hc(iermick Shlpstend

Mr. OURTIS. I wish to announce the absence of the Sena-
tor from Wisconsin [Mr. Lewsroor] owing to illness. I ask
that this announcement may stand for the day.

I also wish to announce the absence of the Senator from
Indiana [Mr., Warsox] on account of illmess in his family.
I ask that this announcement may stand for the day.

I was requested to announce that the Senator from Iowa
[Mr. BrookHART], the Senator from Washington [Mr. Joxes],
and the Senator from Montana [Mr. WHEELER] are absent in
attendance upon hearings before a special investigating com-
mittee of the Senate.

Mr, GERRY, I wish to announce that the Senator from
fArim"ma. [Mr., Asaurst] is absent because of fllness in his
amily.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Seventy-seven Senators
have answered to their names. There is a quorum present.

Mr. LODGE obtained the floor.

Mr. GLASS. Will the Senator yield to me for just a mo-

ment?

Mr. LODGE. Certainly.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, purely on the assumption that
none of my colleagues on this side of the Chamber and none
of the representative leaders of my party outside of the
Chamber will want to be held responsible for the address
which I ventured to make yesterday I want to correct a
newspaper statement with reference to it.

T find in the New York Hvening Post of yesterday, as well
8 in the Washington Star, a statement which has the ecap-
tion:

GLAsSs berates President In bitter speech after conference with party
chiefs. Address considered significant as representing planned mi-
nority move,

In the text of the article it is stated that—

{t became known, as the Benator was speaking, that he had decided
on the major points of his address after a conforence with a group
of influential men of his party, both in and out of Congress.

Mr. President, the only group that knew anything about my
speech was the group of women stenographers employed in my
office to whom the speech was dictated. Not a living human
being on this side of the Chamber or out of the Chamber had
notice of a word that I would utter until it was spoken.

INVESTIGATION OF INTERNAL RBEVENUE BUREAU

Mr, LODGE. My, President, I am glad the Senator from
Virginia made the statement he has just made, though it was
quite needless, for I do not believe anyone who knows the
Senator from Virginia would suppose he was making a * group "
speech for anyone.

I dislike extremely to take any time which ought to be de-
voted to the business now before the Senate. I have tried to
avoid making any speeches because it seems to me the first
duty of the Senate is to dispose of the very important legisla-
tion now pending. The immigration bill which we have before
us at this moment is a bill of the greatest possible Importance:
to the people of the United States. It will have an effect upon
the qualities of American citizenship in years to come when
we all have passed away.

But, Mr. President, the Senator from Virginla made a speech
yesterday criticizing, as he had an entire right to do, the Presi-
dent and the Secretary of the Treasury. I have no suggestion
of fault to make with the manuner of the speech, for the Senator
from Virginia knows very well how to be severe and parliamen-
tary at the same time. But it seems to me to be a speech of
such importance that I do not think I can allow it to pass with-
out any comment at all.

The Senator from Virginia is not one of those who ever for a
moment mistakes lungs and language for a speech. His speeches
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are always able, eloquent, show a great deal of thought, and
are powerful presentations of his view of an important subject
before the Senate in which he is interested. I am®ot given to
meaningless compliments, which are so frequent in this body,
but T not only have a great respect for the Senator from Vir-
ginia but T shall always recall, while I still hold a seat-here,
one speech he made on the settlement of the British debt whieh
I can say without exaggeration, after a good many years of
experience, was one of the most impressive and important
speeches I have ever heard made in this body. Therefore all
he said on the matter of the message which the President sent
to the Senate and on the letter which accompanied ‘it, written
by the Secretary of the Treasury, is of moment.

I desire to comment upon and sustain the President’s mes-
sage to which the junior Senator from Virginia devoted a large
part of his attention. I hold in my hand the message of the
FPresident of the United States to which he referred.

Mr. President, in the first place, I do not think there is any
possible ground for attempting to find fault with the President
because hie communicates his views on a matter like the subject
of this messnge directly to the Senafe. Our history shows that
Presidents have never hesitated under the authority given them
by the Constitution to communicate to Congress or to give their
views on many subjects, and especially on any which they have
believed affected injuriously the administration of the Govern-

menf. Anyone who is corious on this matter might refresh his |
memory by reading some of the Senate debates during the |

administration of Andrew Jackson, and Iy those relat-
ing to what is known as the resolution of censure which was
passed by the Senate and the subsequent resolution, when the

Democrats had regained control of the Senate, to expunge the |

former resolution of censure. I may say there were some

personalities in both instances, and the action taken by the Sen- |

ate in passing both the resolution of censure and tnen the sub-
sequent resolution to expunge the censure seems to me, as a
mere question of history, to have been entirely futile.
Presidents have exercised a wide discretion on the subjects
upon which they may communicate with the Senate. As re-
cently as the administration of President Wilsen, Mr. Wilson
enme here and addressed the Senate on the subjeet of a con-
stitutional amendment in conneetion with which, uvnder the Con-
stitution, the Presideat has no part. No fault was found with
his doing so, and I see ne reason te find any. The recent mes-
sage of the President relates directly to the cenduet of the publie
business, with which the President is charged as Chief Execn-

tive,
The President begins by stating that—

There exlsts, and always should exiat, every possible comity between
the executive departments and the Senate, Whatever may be neces-
sary for the information of the Semate or any of its committees, in
order better to enable them to perform their legislative or other con-
stitutional functions, onght always to be furnished willingly and expe-
ditiously by any department. The executive branch has nothing that
it would wish to conceal from any legitlmate inquiry on the part of the
Benate. DBut it 18 recognized both by law and by custom that there is
certain eonfidential information which ¥ wonld be detrimental to the
public service to reveal.

The right of the Executive to refuse to send doeuments,
papers, or other information to the Senate if he regards sending
them as incompatible with the public interest is an aunthority
whieh the Execntive must exercise; he must have that power
in all completeness. There are many things in his eharge which
it would be detrimental to the public interest to publish. In
every resolution that passes the Senate, which is addressed to
the President, and which relates to foreign affairs, I think, the
clause * if not incompatible with the publie interest" is always
inserted. In fact, I think there is no question as to the au-
thority of the Executive over papers and information in any
department of the Government which are in his charge and
which must be in his charge. The President in his message
continues:

Such information as can be disclosed I shall always unhesitatingly
direct to be laid before the Senate. I recognize also that It ia per-
fectly legitimate for the Senate to indulge in political discussion and
partisan criticism.

But the attack which Is belng made on the Treasury Department goes
beyond any of these legitimate requirements.

Certainly if there is anything under our system of govern-
ment which should be within the direct control of the Execu-
tive, so far as correspondence and information go, it should be
the Treasury Department. We have laws providing for holding
private certain papers and documents relating to taxes which
are under the jurisdictiom of the Treasury. Whether that is

| departments.
| to ‘cover vmwarranted intrusion,

wise, as a general law, 13 a question which Congress can decfde.
but that It is the law to-day is beyond doubt,
After stating—

‘But the attack which s being made on the Treasury Department
goes beyond any of these legitimate requirements—

The President then states—

Seemingly the request for & list of the companies in which the See-
retary of the Treasury was alleged to be interested, for the purpose
of investigating their tax returns, must bave beem dictated by some
other metive than a desire to secure infermation for the purpose of
legislation.

I think there can be no question in the mind of anyhody that
the purpose of that request could not have been otherwise
than to inquire into the character of the Becretary of the
Treasury himself,| The President then continues:

The Senate resolutfon appointing this committee is not drawn in
terms which purport to give any authority to the committee to dele-
gite their authority or to employ agents and attorneys.

I believe that is undoubtedly true.

The appointment of an agent and attorney to act in behalf of the
United States but to be paid by some other source than the Publie
Treasury s in conflict with the spirit of section 1764 of the Re\rlaea
Statutes, the act of March 3, 1517,

The constitutional and legnl rights of the Senate ought to be '.nmtn-
talned at all times. Also the same mmst be sald of the executive
But these rights ought not to be used as a subterfuge
It is the duty of the Executive to
resist such intrusion and to bring to the attention of the Benate its
serions consequences,

Mr. President, I think it was well within the province of the
President to call attention to what he regards and what many
people regard as going beyond the legitimate rights of the
Senate itself. T have always during my service here supported
to the best of my ability the rights and prerogatives of the

| Senate; I think I have often been ceonsidered rather a stickler

on that poing; I certainly have been eriticized for my attitude

' at times when we had a President of & different party; but I
‘have also always believed thaf the rights of the other branches

of the Government should be equally observed and that we who
stand for our own rights very vigorously, as we should, should
be extremely careful not te invade the rights of the other two
departments of the Government, either the executive or the
judicial. That division of powers and that observance of rights
applies to all the departments of the Government equally, and
I think in this particular case, as to the committee to which
the President refers, the proposition of the subcommittee went
clearly beyond the rights of the Semate.

Mr, President, in regard to the point that was especially
made eoncerning the employment of couunsel to be paid by an
individual Senator, which action was spprewed by the subcom-
mittee, there jg this to be considered: Wholly apart from the
statutfe, it has never been the practice here, to my knmowledge,
for any committee to employ attorneys—which is, I think, very
rarely done—or other outside assistance without a direct order
from the Senate itself. The committee I8 a creature of the
Senate; it is made by the Senate and intended to represent the
Senate, and therefore all power for the expemditure of money
by a committee must come through the Semate. That Is recog-,
nized in every resolution whieh we adopt autherizing an in-
quiry, Having an attorney paid by an individual member and
not responsible to the commiftee, again apart from the statute,
seems to me #n impossible policy fer any great legislative
body to adopt.

I can net believe that it is the intention of the full commiitee
or of the Senate to allow any such step to be taken. In fact,
under the resolution as it passed, there is no such authority given
by ‘the Senate. That is a question which must be decided. It
is not necessary at this time to go over the points that may
be raised under the statute. I think the statute against
payment by outsiders would cover any * Government employee,”
which is a very bread term. If strictly enfovced, it would no
doubt, in my judgment, prevent Senators from hiring or engag-
ing persons to help them in their offices.

To take another example, I can not see how we have a right
to provide that men doing overtime work, either in the night
inspection of Immigrants or in the inspection and examination
of goods In vessels arriving at night, shall be paid directly or
indirectly by the vessels requiring those overtime services. I
introduced myself, without giving proper attention to the act—
indeed, without recalling it—a bill to.give overtime pay to cus-
temhouse inspectors. They ought to have it. They are miser-
ably underpaid now, and so are the immigration Inspectors;
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Tut if this law is to be enforced with the utmost rigidity it will
Suve to be modified. The same is true, I should think, of the
fraffic police in the city of Washington, whom year after year
Congress has permitted to be paid by the railroad companies
in order that we may have traffic policemen, especially at the
erossings. Iiven those cases reguire modification of the law
¥ it 1s to be rigidly enforced, and it ought to be modified in
those certain directions; but, Mr. President, this case is one that
§t seems to me no modification ought to cover. There can be
20 doubt that an attorney employed in an investigation by a
tommittee of the Senate represents the Senate itself fo that
extent; and, whatever we do, the proposition of the subcom-
wittee ought not to be concurred in.

To that the President called attention, and the Secretary of
the Treasury still more sharply. When the President, then,
referred to Intrusion, he referred, of course, to bringing in an
sutsider, and apparently giving him the right to make public
tertain papers, not only in disregard of the law on the subject,
but apparently relieving him from that law hy resolutien eof
the Senate alone, which I do not think can be done. There are
many papers, some covered by law, some not, which it would be
utterly impossible and wrong for the Executive to send in for
publieation im the newspapers of the United States, for that is
what it amounts to.

The President says:

Under a procedure of this kind the constitutional guaranty agaimst
anwarranted search and seizure breaks down, the prohibition against
what amounts to a Govermment charge of wriminal action withoat
the formal presentment of a grand jury is evaded, the rules of evi-
dence which have been adopted for the protectlon of the inneceat
are ignored, the @epartment becomes the vietim f vague, unformi-
Inted, and indefinite charges, and instead of a government of law
we bave a government of lawlesspmess. Agninst the comtinpation of
such a comdition 1 emter my selemn protest, and give netice that
in my epinien the departments emght mot to be required to particl.
pate in it. If It is to continue, if the Government is to be threwn

Into disorder by it, the responsibility for it mmst rest on those who

are ondertaking it, It is that we returmed to a government under
and in accordance with the wsunl forms of the law of 'the land. The

state of the Umion requires the immedinte adeption of such a course. |

That is strongly. stated, but it is in defemse of the un-
doubted Executive rights, and it merits my full concurrence.
I do not see how it can be distorted into an insult or even an
incivility to the Senate., The Senate has been extending in
various directions its activities or, certainly, its practices. In
the language of the newspapers it has8 created a new office,
which iIs called *the committee prosecutor.” Being the high
court of impeachment before which the House of Representa-
tives alone ean appear as brin the impeachment, it has
sent to the House a resolution—which, constitutionally, I sup-
pose, it had an entire right to do—in which, substantially,
it invites the House to impeacl a givem person—a collector
of customs, I believe, somewhere on flie border in Texas—
and then, if the House impeaches that person, the ceurt which
has sent the resolution to the House i3 going to try the accused—
a2 mere mockery of justice. It may be all constitutional I
did not oppose it. T thought it was just as well to, let it
gel through, because no one was disposed to hinder investi-
gations, and alsp because I felt a reasonable assurance,
without knowing anything abeunt it, that the House of Rep-
resentatives were not devold of a sense of humor, and that
we should never hear any more of the solemn resolution
of the Senate. y

Wg have now undertdiken in a subcommittee to permit the

payment of attorneys who represent the Senate itself by an-

individual Senator. It might just as well be by an outsider.
Agninst those things the President of the United States has pro-
tested. He has protested in wigorous language. He has pro-
tested becanse he feels strongly about what he regards, rightly
or wrongly, as an invasien of Executive rights. He has stated
a compiete recognition of the rights of the SBenate, but he has
condemned the procedure by which those rights are being exer-
Eis?*d in the Senate, and I think he was entirely justified In
oing so.

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, will the SBenator frem Mas-
ga-linsetts yield for a question? .

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mas-
sachusetts yield to the Senator from Arkansas?

Mr. LODGE. Yes; I yield.

Mr,  ROBINSON. Does the Senator from Massachusetts
‘:ustify the interpretation placed upon the President’s messagze
and the purpose attributed to it by the Senator from Indin
"[Mr. WaTson]? ¥

Mr, LODGE. Mr. President, that is something I do not un-
dertake to answer. I was not here when the speech was deliv-
ered, and T ksow nothing about it.

Mr. ROBINSON, The Senator, of course, has read it?

Mr. LODGE. Yes; I have read such portions as appeared ia
the newspapers.
Mr, ROBINSON. The Senator from Indiana stated to tin
Senate that he had conferred with the President, and expresse |
the conclusion that there Is an intention to investigate the pi-
hibition unit in the Internal Revenue Bureau, and that that
fact is the occasion for criticism of the Senate’s course and the _
course of the committee of the Senate.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, of that I know nothing. I am
not fond of nor do I give weight to hearsay evidence, which
has been very popular in the Senate for some time. I am takin:
what the President said and for which he Is responsible, nuc
what somebody else said he said.

Mr. ROBINSON, Will the Senator be kind enough to yield
to another question or two? ;

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. % .

Mr. ROBINSON. The Senator has placed what appears to
me and what I believe appears to the press of the coumntry to
be a wvery narrow construction upen the President's message,
and consequently has given a narrow applieation to it. He has
indicated that it is confined solely to criticism of the arrange-
ment for the employment of Mr, Heney, and te objections to the
alleged purpese of the committee to require the publicatien of
confidential records in the Department eof the Treasury. Does
nof the Senator think that, considering the message as a whole,
it is an expression of resentment toward the general policy of
the Senate as revealed in the investigations now in progress un-
der the order of the Senate?

Mr. LODGH. I do not so read it. I think it is perfectly
clear what he is objecting to.

Mr. ROBINSON, If the objection is to the employment of
an attorney by an individual member of the Senate committee,
it is perfectly clear that if it is desirable that the commitiee
be autherized to employ attorneys, that action can be taken
very promptly by the Senate. Does the Senator from Massa-
chusetts favor supporting the resolution of the Senator from
New Mexico [Mr. Jongs] and its passage threugh the Senate—
the resg}lutien authorizing the committee to employ counsel and
experts !

Mr. LODGH. I fhink if proper limitations are put on the
employment I shall be in faver of it

e:g' ROBINSON. What limitations would the Semator sug-
g ;

Mr. LODGE. That o one shall be allowed to name an attor-
ney except: the commitiee, and that no money shall be paid ex-
cept by the Senate.

Mr. ROBINSON. If the committee should be authorized te
make the employment, it would fellew as a matter of course
that the employment must be by the committee, would it not?

Mr. LODGHE. By the committee, subject to tire approval of
the Senate. I shoudd wish te pat that im. ;

Mr. ROBINSON. Was that course ever taken before in au-
thorizing a committee of the Senate to employ counsel?

Mr. LODGH. I dare:say mot; but a great many things
been done at this session that never have happened before

Mr. ROBINSON.. The Senater, them, is in favor of an un-
usual and extraordinary course in authorizing the employment

have

| of this ceunsel? He would make the atterney the employee of

the Senate rather than of the committee?

Mr. LODGE. Yes; I think it would be an improvement.

Mr. ROBINSON. What is the eccasion for the extraordinary
course that the Senator suggests?

Mr. LODGE. Ia order to get a preper investigation.

Mr. ROBINSON.  Does not the Senator think that the Senate
committee can do that?

Mr, LODGE. / Not if it is going to employ Mr. Heney.

Mr. ?BDBH\TSON. The Senator's ebjection, then, is te Mr.
Heney!

Mr. LODGE. Yes; but there may be other Mr. Heneys. I de
not kmow.

Mr. ROBINSON. The Senator is unwilling to have the com-
mittee exercise its discretion in the selection of an attorney
except upen the condition he has named?

Mr. LODGE. Yes; I am, under the existing situation.

Mr. ROBINSON. The Senator knows that a wvery distin-
guished public man, Governor Pinchot, suggested the selection
of Mr. Heney, and that Governor Pinchot is the governor of
{ihe State from which Mr. Mellon comes, or in which Mr. Mellon

ves.

-_— -
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Mr. LODGH. I do not see that that has any bearing upon
it. I object just as much to Governor Pinchot directing our
committees as I do to the payment of their counsel’by a single
Senator,

Mr. ROBINSON. The Senator has no more objection to
Governor Pinchot making a suggestion to the committee than
to the President doing so, has he?

Mr. LODGE. I do not think anybody has suggested anyone
to the committee except the Senator from Michigan [Mr.
Covuzens]. It is not usual for the Senate to select Government
eounsel. I have never seen it done here before; but we pro-
vided that we should select Government counsel to try the most
important case involved in the resolution first presented by
the Senator from Montana [Mr, WaLsH].

I was entirely in accord with that. I think it was well
that the Senate should take part in the selection of those
counsel. I think it has reached the point in this committee
where the assent of the Senate will be equally valuable to the
proper conduct of the inquiry.

Mr. President, I want to say a single word—and I shall
be very brief—in regard to the letter which was transmitted
by the President, a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury
himself, I do not think, and I did not mean to suggest that
I thought, that the President’s message was confined at all
to the matter of the appointment of Mr. Heney. That was but
one detail. I thought that what the President was particularly
aiming at was this attempt of the Senate to enter into general
charge of the papers of an important unit of the Treasury
Department without regard to the statute law, or to the prac-
tice of the Senate and of the Hxecutive in relation to papers.

Mr. ROBINSON. Will the Senator be kind enough to yield
for a question?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Massachusetts yield again to the Senator from Arkansas?

Mr. LODGE. I will. I should like to get through, but I
will yield.

Mr. ROBINSON. If the Senator has any impatience about
the matter, I will not press my questions at this time.

Mr. LODGE. Oh, no; I yield to the Senator.

Mr. ROBINSON. The BSenator knows, of course, that the
special committee had not requested that any papers in the
Treasury Department be submitted to it to which the Secre-
tary had raised the slightest objection. The Senator knows
that; and that the only papers which the committee had re-
quested that it be permitted to investigate are papers which
the public are entitled to see under the law. In other words,
the commmittee had not sought, either expressly or impliedly, to
procure possession of any records, or to get the right to examine
any records, which under the law are withheld from publicity.

Mr. LODGE. The Senator knows perfectly well that the
Secretary of the Treasury waived all rights he had, or might
have had, and all objections to the investigation of papers——

Mr. ROBINSON. If he did that, why should the President
of the United States—— X

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator let me finish my sentence?
I at least ought to have the floor for that.

Mr. ROBINSON. Certainly.

Mr. LODGE. He waived any objection that could be made
to the production of all returns relating to any corporation in
which he had any personal interest. Those were asked for by
the committee, I think.

Mr. ROBINSON. Since he did make the waiver, how can
the President complain that the committee has acted im-
properly? It was within the province of the Secretary to
refuse the waiver, in which event the committee could not have
seen the papers; but since he did waive the privacy, I can not
comprehend how the President finds it a eircumstance which
justifies him in eriticizing the course of the Senate and re-
fers to it as a lawless procedure. It was for the Secre-
tary himself to determine whether he would waive privacy

g the tax returns, and prior to the time when he was
requested to do so by the special committee of the Senate, he
had on his own motion expressed a purpose to do so, and had
requested that the Senate committee take the course which it
subsequently took. When the Senate committee acted upon
the suggestion of Mr. Mellon and proceeded to investigate his
private tax returns and the tax returns of the companies in
which he was interested, it did so at his suggestion and request,
and there was not the slightest occasion, according to my
humble opinion, for the President either to feel or express re-
sentment toward the Senate for its course and characterize it
as having promoted lawless government.

Mr. LODGE. There is only one Secretary of the Treasury
who could be affected and who was asked, and he made the
waiver. The President, I take it, is undertaking to protect the

great body of innocent people, who have no political value in
an inguiry, from haying all their private business dragged out
in a committee investigation on the chance of finding something.

Mr. SWANSON, Mr. President, will the Senator yield to

me——

Mr. ROBINSON. Just a moment, with the Senator’s per-
mission. The Senator from Massachusetts, of course, knows
that it has been stated repeatedly in the Senate, and has never
been questioned, that it was the purpose of the committee to
hold confidential the information which it obtained, unless
some consideration sounding in the public interest required
publicity ; so that there was not the slightest danger of any
stockholder in a Mellon company being injured or prejudiced
by the action of the committee,

Mr. LODGE. The Senator knows that when such things
are discussed In a committee they get out.

Mr, SWANSON. If the Senator will permit me, I know he
does not want to labor under a misapprehension——

Mr. LODGE. I am laboring under no misapprehension.

Mr. SWANSON. I think the Senator is——

Mr. LODGE. If I have misstated a fact, I shall be glad to
be corrected.

Mr. SWANSON. The senior Senator from Indiana [Mr.
Warson] stated——

Mr. LODGE. Mr, President, I can save my time and the
Senate’s. I am not going to discuss the speech of the Senator
from Indiana.

Mr. SWANSON. I am not discussing his speech.

Mr.itLODGE. It is not relevant, and I am not going to dis-
cuss it.

Mr. SWANSON. This is a statement of fact.

Mr. LODGE. I decline to yield for that purpose.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massa-
chusetts declines to yield to the Senator from Virginia.

Mr. LODGE. I wish to complete what I have to say about
Mr. Mellon. I am not here to discuss the Senator from Indiana
or his speech. He can do that himself, and do it very well

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mas-
sachusetts yield to the junior Senator from Virginia?

Mr. LODGE. 1 yield to the Senator.

Mr. GLASS. I have no disposition in the world to interrupt
the Senator or to divert him from his line of argument; but it
Just occurs to me to point out to him, if I may in a moment,
that the President could very easily and quickly have met the
precise situation by calling attention to the fact that under the
law no tax return in the Treasury may be examined withont
the consent of the President himself. So that there was no
possibility of the committee, in the circumstances, dragging
out any private papers in the Treasury.

Mr. LODGE. It appeared to me from what I read of the
p s of the committee that that was precisely what they
were intending to do. That was the whole point of their inves-
tigation.

Mr. McKELLAR. Will the Senator yield?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mas-
sachusetts yield to the Senator from Tennessee?

Mr. LODGE. 1 yield for a question.

Mr. McKELLAR. I just wanted to ask the Senator if this
language of the Secretary himself about it would not preclude
further statement on the part of the President. Mr. Mellon
sald:

I feel, however, that it Is due to me and to the companies involved
that your committee make immediate investigation in order that you
may thoroughly satisfy yourselves and the public whether or not tHese
companies have recelved any favors at the hands of the Government,

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the Secretary of the Treasury
knew perfectly well that the whole investigation under that
copmittee was directed against him, and, like an honest man,
he proceeded to answer it at once. This whole investigation is
aimed at Mr. Mellon, and I am about to say something in
regard to him and his conduct of the department.

In my judgment he has been treated by that committee in a
way which, if it had been applied to my friend the junior Sena-
tor from Virginia [Mr. Grass], who was an admirable Secretary
of the Treasury, whose integrity was never questioned, who
did the very best he could or that any man could do in a diffi-
cult situation—if he had been subjected to this, I think I know
his temperament well enough to know that he would have
resented it in language which everybody would have remem-
bered.

This investigaton is aimed at Mr. Mellon, not merely because
he happens to be a Republican and the Secretary of the Treas-
ury, but because he is the principal figure in the work of fram-
ing a great bill aimed to reduce the taxes of this country, a
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bill in whiech the whole country is interested. Bome of us be-
lieve in the bill as he framed it, many do not, and there are
honest differences of opinion; but this investigation has as-
sumed the position of an attempt to break him down, and there
is much more hehind it than mere polities, in my judgment.

Mr. GLASS., Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts
certainly does not mean to imply that any comment which X
have made was intended to break down any tax plan? ¢

Mr. LODGE. I am abselutely certain there was no sueh ins
tention. I listened to every word the Semator said. He made
a very able speech, as I have already said, and I am perfectly
certain that nothing of' that sort was in his mind.

On account of the conduet of this committee, and because of
the kind of questions that have been asked, Mr. Mellon natu-
rally feels the irritation and resenfment that an honest man
should feel. Mr. Mellon has occupied this great post, and has
been an admirable Seeretary of the Treasury. The proof is in
gomething much more signifieant than anything brought out
by an investigating committee can possibly be.

When Mr. Mellon came into office, on the 4th of March, 1921,
the Liberty 3¥'s were selling for $00.92.

Liberty first 4's §87. 22
I i 4's B8T. 00

iberty first eonverted 4i's BT, 58
Liberty second converted 43's 3 87. 04
{:lharty third converted 43's.. 90, 26

iberty third converted 4%’s reglstered 1L 190,22
Liberty fourth 4i’s 87.18

I will now read in the same order the prices at which they
are selling to-day.

Liberty 3%'s are selling for $£09.03, an advance of 9 poluts,
Liberty first 4's have gone from $87.22 to $00.25. Liberty second
4's have gone from $87 to $99.23. Liberty first 4’'s have gone
from $87.22 to $00.27. Liberty third 41's have gone from $90.26
to par and 0.04. Liberty third 44's have gone from §90,12 to par
land 0.02. Liberty fourth 44’s have gone from $87.1S8 to $98.20.

Mr. President, I do not for 2 moment say that that great rise
in the securities of the United States was owing solely to Mr.
| Mellon, but I do say, and it can not be contradicted, that there
| never would have been guch a rise in our securities if the people
‘had not trusted the man at the head of the Treasury, and had
not known that his general policies were gsound and wise, and

|that he was working for the interests of the finances of the.

' United States.
Mr, GLABS. Mr. Fresident—— _
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Massachusetts yield to the Senator from Virginia?
Mr. LODGE. I yield. )
Mr. GLASS, I net only agree with that statement, but I go
| further and say that had nog the people of the United States
trasted the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States the
securities of the Nation would have gone even lawer than the
| first quotation made by the Senator from Massachusetts, But
| does the Senator from Massachusetts think he is exactly fair
| in not further indieating that there has been a period of more
| than three years in which private investors in the country
| have had an opportunity to absorb those securities, and does
lnot the Semator kmow that in that very process itself the
.| seeurities were obliged to rise in value?
Mr. LODGEH. Oh, yes; I thought I had stated clearly that
| I did not attribute this all to Mr. Mellon. What I did say
|was that there would not have been that rise if he had been a
| Becretary of the Treasury in whom the country did mot have
confidenee.
Mr. GLASS. Why, of eourse that is so,
* Mr. LODGE. I was going to say another word in regard
|to that when the Senator interrupted me. I was on the eom-
mittee which authorized these bond issues, and when we came
|to the later bond issues, of course we consulted with the
|Secreta:y of the Treasury—Mr. McAdoo at that time—as we
| did on all of them. As members of that committee who are
'hem now remember; there was a question as to the rate. The

Secretary of the Treasury believed that the bonds could be

[ sold suecessfully at par, owing to the excitement and patriot-
ism of the eountry, then greatly aroused. In that judgment
events showed he was perfectly right. I thought at the time

| that he was right on that point, but I differed with him as to

| the rate, because I felt sure thai after the excitement of war
| had subsided those securities were sure to reach a much lower
market level, to the distress of small holders. It geemed to
me at the time—perhaps I was wrong—that it would have
been better to have made a higher rate and prevented the
| shrinkage which afterwards took place, for which the Secre-
| tary of the "Preasury, Mr. McAdoo, was in no wise responsible,
i nor was anyone else. . It was simply the natural effect of cer-

taln economic forces, and the Senator from Virginia has just
dlluded to some of them.

Mr, SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President—— iz

The PRESIDENT pro tempore., Does the Senator from
Masgsachusetts yleld to the Senator from Minnesota?

Mr, LODGRE. I yleld.

Mr, SHIPSTHEAD, I ask the Senator to yield for a question
that is not intended to interfere with the Senator's argument,
but intended pessibly to throw a little light upen the advance
in the price of the Federal securities,

When the refunding of the British debt was arranged for,
I believe it was a part of the contract that the Federal Treas-
ury should aceept at par, when presented by the British Gov-
ernment, any American Government securities. They were at
that time, X believe, selling quite a bit below par.

Mr, SMOOT. Oh, no. I will say to the Senator that those
bonds weré at at the time the settlement was made. The
Senator from Minnesota said they were greatly below par, but
at t.l:n_td time, I think, the bonds were slightly higher than they
are to-day.

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. I want also to call attention te the
revenue act of 1921 which made Federal seeurities tax exempt
when held by corporations. I believe Mr Mellon stated in
hig letter to Mr. Green, which is made a part ef his annual
report for last year, that a tax-exempt security yielding 5 per
cent was as goad a8 a taxable security yielding 11 per cent.

Mr. SMOOT. Provided the income of the individual hold-
ing the tax-eyempt security ran into the highest brackets of
the income tax law.

Mr., SHIPSTEAD. Yes. 1 simply wanted to point eut to
the Senator the faet that on account of that provisiop of the
revenue act of 1921 it has evidently had a great deal to do
with the rise in price of Federal securlties

Mr. E. Oh, Mr. President, the great rise had taken
plaece long hefore that, If the Senator will look over the fig-
uyres he will find that to be the fact. The rise began much

| before March 4, 1921,

The public debt on August 31, 1919, reached its peak, higher
than it was in 1918, because there were a great many outstand-
ing debts and obligations that had to be met. It went up te
$26.504,000,000. On February 28, 1921, it had come down to
$24,049,527,000. On Mareh 31, 1824, it had come down to
$21,623,777,000, a reduction in the three years since Mr. Mellon
hag been in the Treasury of $2,425,000,000 of the debt.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mas-
sachusetts yield te the Senator from New Mexico?

Mr. LODGE, I yield.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I would like to inguire the
opinion of the Senator as to the advisability of such an enor-
mous reduction in the public debt in the very short period of
time to which the Semator refers. Would it not have been
mueh better for the people of the country to bave had their
taxes lowered than to continue to pay such a high rate of
taxation, but reduce the debt?

Mr. LODGE. That Is a very large question of financial
policy. I think the pelicy suggested by the Senator from
New Mexico would be a mistake, but I do not care to discuss
that large question of financial policy at this time.

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President—

Mr, LODGE. I yield to the Senator from Virginin,

Mr, GLASS. The Senator has, of course unwittingly, failed
to state that there had been a reduction of more than $1,500,-
000,000 in the public indebtedness between the years 1919
and 1021,

Mr. LODGE. I stated that. I did not give the figures,
but I stated the fact. I have the figures here. I did not mean
to overlook the figures. |

Mr, GLASS, The Senator did not make the fact known
and indicate just what was the reduction. Duat what I rose
particularly to say was that the law itself provides a, stated
ginking fund, and had Mr. Mellon been dead and had the
distingnished Senator from Massachusetts oecupied the post
of Secretary of thé Treasury the same reduction of publie
indebtedness would have taken place,

Mr. LODGE. Yes; if there had been the same reductions
made in other directions. ' Those were not the only redue-
tions.

r, JONES of New Mexico. M. President——
he PRESIDENT pro tempore, Does the Senator from
Massachusetts again yield to the Senator from New Mexico?

Mr. LODGE. Not at this moment. T want to veply firat

to the Senator from Virginia. I gave the public debt at the
r as $26,000,000,000. I gave it as of February 28, 1921,
figures showing a reduction of about $2,506,000,000, T
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then gave the reduction in 1924, which was $2,500,000,000
more. I omitted to state—and I ought to have stated—that
in round numbers the total reduction since the peak of 1919
was about $5,000,000,000, which had been taken from the in-
debtedness ; and, of course, part of that was when the Senator
from Virginia himself and, I think, Mr. Houston were at
the head of the Treasury.

It is not necessary now, because I am not making a financial
speech, to go into the sources of those redidctions. They were
not all from one source. The Senator knows that better than
1 do. Some were from reductions in expenses. Others were
from great sales of Government property which had to be
disposed of. In the period of time before the Republican
administration came in on March 4, 1921, half of the great
reduetion of $5,000,000,000 had been made. But the whole
point is not to argue the merits of one financial policy or
another, but simply to say, and I believe the Senator from
West Virginia will agree with me in this—

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, that is the second time the
Senator has mislocated me. I am from Virginia.

Mr. LODGE. I mean the junior Senator. That is a fact
of which I ought to be well aware. I know of course who
the senior Senator from Virginia is.

Mr, JONES of New Mexico and Mr. NEELY addressed the
Chalir.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Massachusetts yield; and if so, to whom?

Mr, LODGE. I yield first to the Senator from West Vir-
ginia.
Mr. NEELY. I should like to say that the Senator from

West Virginia is very glad the Senator from Massachusetis
complimented the distinguished Senator from Virginia by
locating him in our State.

Mr. LODGE. I did not know I did as badly as that. I
thought I made the mistake of not calling him the Jjunior
Senator from Virginia.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator now yleld
to the Senator from New Mexico?

Mr. LODGH. <I yield.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. The Senator has doubtless
observed the total reduction of the debt of the United States
last year was $1,072,000,000. Does the Senator from Magsa-
chusetts believe that it was a wise policy to have continued
the high tax rate of the people so as to reduce the debt by
that amount?

Mr. LODGE. What does the Senator mean? To what debt
does the Senator refer?

Mr, JONES of New Mexico. I refer to the debt of the

Unitell States, to which the Senator from Massachusetts has

just been adverting. The debt was reduced last year.

Mr. LODGE. 1 think it was reduced by $1,072,000,000.

" Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Yes; $1,072,000,000. I should
like to inquire of the Senator if he believes it is a wise policy
to make such an enormous reduction in the permanent debt of
the United States in one year? I ’

Mr, LODGE. We are engaged In trying to reduce taxes in
view of the surplus which has been attained.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Does not the Senator believe it
should have been done prior to this time?

Mr, LODGE. I believe in the very old-fashioned doctrine
that there is no wealth in debts, and that the best way is to
pay them as soon as it can be conveniently and safely done.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr, President

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mas-
sachusetts yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. LODGE. I yield.

Mr. SMOOT. I do not think there is anyone in the country
who realized that the business of the country would increase
as it did and enable us to collect the amount of money under
the existing law that was collected. Senators will remember
the amount that was given as the estimate of receipts during
the year 1922. The amount collected has exceeded every esti-
mate in every case, beginning with the amount estimated to be
collected by the tariff down through every section of the reve-
nue law. As the Senator from Massachusetts has said, we
would have had a bill passed to reduce the taxes for the year
1923 to the extent of 25 per cent, but it failed of enactment
before March 15. However, the Senator knows that such a
proyigion is incorporated in the revenue bill that has just been
reported to the Senate.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I would like to make this ob-
gervation about what the Senator from Utah has just sald.

Mr. LODGE. I shall be through in a very few moments, and
then I will yield the floor to the Senator permanently.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I have no desire to ask the
Senator to yield the floor.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, T have mentioned these facts
simply to show that the administration of the Treasury De-
partment by Mr. Mellon has been eminently wise and eminently
successful. He feels that the character of the investigation
now proposed to be carried on not only reflects on him, as it
was intended to do when it was started, but that it is bringing
about a situation which will be very deleterious to the transac-
tion of public business in the Treasury, although he would be a
better judge of that than I.

I can quite conceive, however, that the business of that great
department would be most prejudicially affected, and thereby
the business of the country would be injured if we unchained
a criminal lawyer and turned him loose in that department with
power to look into the affairs of rich and poor, guilty, if there
be any guilty, and innocent alike. I can quite understand that
men who are working in that great force of 60,000 employees
will work less if they think they have a spy at their shoulders
all the time. The great bulk of them are honest men, deing
their duty honestly. I can quite see the President's point.
Against that he makes a protest, and I am glad he has made
the protest, for it involves not Mr. Mellon alone but, in my
opinion, it involves the future of the tax bill and also a con-
tinuance of a sound administration of the Treasury.

Mr. UNDERWOOD, Mr. McKELLAR, and Mr. BRUCE ad-
dressed the Chair.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The fienator from Alabama.

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, will the Senator from Ala-
bama yield to me in order that I may make a request for unani-
mous consent?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ala-
bama yield to the Senator from Arkansas?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield to the Senator from Arkansas
for the purpose he has stated.

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent
that on Friday next at 2 o'clock the unfinjshed business then
before the Senate, if any, be temporarily laid aside, and that
if in the meantime the Committee to Audit and Control the
Contingent Expenses of the Senate shall not have reported
upon the resolution submitted by the Senator from New Mexico
[Mr. Joxes] authorizing the special committee charged with
the investigation of the Bureau of Internal Revenue to employ
counsel, experts, and accountants, the committee be discharged
from the further consideration of the resolution and that the
Senate proceed to vote upon the resolution and all amendments
which may be submitted to it.

Mr. BRUCE. I object.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. The
Senator from Alabama has the floor.

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, will the Senator from Alabama
yield to me in order that I may state the reason for my objec-
tion to the request of the Senator from Arkansas?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield.

Mr. BRUCE. Some of the rest of us would like to express
our opinion in reference to the question which has just been
under discussion. Indeed, there are some of us who think we
should do so. I simply make this statement in order that the
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. RopiNson] may understand that
I had a good reason for making the objection which I did.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator from
Alabama yield to me in order that I may make a statement
with reference fo what has just been stated? y

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Alabama yield to the Senator from Tennessee?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. ] yield to the Senator from Tennessee ®
for the purpose he has indicated.

Mr. McKELLAR. I wish to say to the Senate that, so far
as two of the members of the Committee to Audit and Control
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate are concerned, the
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Gerry] and myself have
made very active efforts fo secure a meeting of the committee
and to have the resolution referred to by the Senator from
Arkansas—the Jones resolution—reported favorably, but the
chairman of the committee has declined to call a meeting, or
at least he has not done so, and wishes the matter postponed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr, Halti-
gan, one of its clerks, announced that the House further
insisted on its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate
to the amendment of the House to the amendment of the Sen-
ate No. 47 to the bill (H. R. 5078) making appropriations for
the Department of the Interior for the fiscal year ending June
80, 1925, and for other purposes; agreed to the further con-
ference requested by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the
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two Houses thereon, and that Mr, CeamTow, Mr. MURPHY,
and Mr. CarTER were appointed managers on the part of the
House at the cgnference. :

The message also announced that the House had passed the
joint resolution (8. J. Res. 52) for the relief of the drought-
stricken farm areas of New Mexico, with amendments, in
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate,

The message further announced that the House had adopted
a concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res, 21) providing that the
action of the Speaker of the House of Representatives and the
President pro tempore of the Senate, in signing the enrolled
bill (H. R. 8815) to authorize a temporary increase of the
Coast Guard for law enforcement, be rescinded and that the
said bill be reenrolled with an amendment, in which it re-
quested the concurrence of the Senate.

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the enrolled bill (H. R, 6565) to provide for a tax
on motor-vehicle fuels sold within the District of Columbia,
and for other purposes, and it was thereupon signed by the
President pro tempore.

PETITIONS AND AEMORIALS

Mr., KEYES presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wal-
pole, N. H., praying for the participation of the United States
in the Permanent Court of International Justice, which was
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

Mr. LADD presented a resolution adopted at a meeting of
the Niagara-Shawnee Agriculture Club at Niagara, N. Dak.,
favoring the passage of the so-called McNary-Haugen export
corporation bill in its original form, which was referred to the
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

Mr., CAPPER presented a telegram in the nature of a peti-
tion from the Molly Foster Berry Chapter, Daughters of the
American Revolution, of Fort Scott, Kans, praying for the
passage of the so-called Johnson restrictive immigration bill,
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration.

Mr. FLETCHER presented petitions, numerously signed, of

sundry citizens of Miami and vicinity, in the State of Florida,.

praying for the passage of the so-called Johnson restrictive
immigration bill, with guotas based on the 1890 census, which
were referred to the Committee on Immigration.

Mr, WILLIS presented a petition of sundry ecitizens of
Akron, Ohio, praying for the passage of the so-called Johnson
immigration bill, with a 2 per cent restriction and quotas based
on the 18900 census, which was referred to the Committee on
Immigration.

He also presented petitions of James Grooves and sundry
other citizens of Salem, of 450 members of the Central Metho-
dist Episcopal Church, and of 400 members of the Grace Metho-
dist Episcopal Church, of Columbus, all in the State of Ohio,
praying for the passage of restrictive immigration legisla-
tion, with quotas based on the 1890 census, etc.,, which were
referred to the Committee on Immigration.

Mr. CAMERON. I present a letter from Charles 8. Taylor,
department adjutant-treasurer, Disabled American Veterans of
the World War, of Tucson, Ariz, transmitting certain resolu-
tions adopted at the recent convention of the Department of
Arizona, Disabled American Veterans of the World War, which
I ask may be printed in the Recorp and referred to the Com-
mittee on Finance.

There being no objection, the letter and accompanying resolu-
tions were referred to the Committee on Finance and ordered to
be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF ARIZONA,
DISABLED AMERICAN VBTERANG OF THE WORLD WAR,
Tucson, Ariz., April 10, 198},
Hon. RALFH CAMERON,
United States Senate, Washington, D. O,

Bm: T beg to inclose copies of resolutions Nos. 5, 7, and 16, passed
and adopted by the Department of Arizona, Disabled American Veterans
of the World War, in convention assembled at Tueson, Ariz., April 1, 2,
and 3, 1924,

I am especially asked to eall your attentlon to resolution No. 5 and
to request your careful consideration of the matters therein contalned.

Yours very truly,
CHARLES 8. TAYLOR,
Department Adjutant-Treasurer.
Resolution B, requesting that the United States Veterans’ Burean Hos-
pital No. 51, Tucson, Ariz., be made a permanent hospital, and that
necessary improvements be authorized.

Whereas an official of the United States Veterans' Burenu has recom-
mended that the United Btates Veterans' Bureau Hospital No., b1,
Tucson, Ariz., be made a permanent hospital ; and

‘Whereas the climate along the coast of the twelfth district is too
damp for a certain class of tuberculosis patients, and the altitude at
Wl;ipple Barracks Is too high.for another class of tuberculosis patients}
an ;

Whereas United Btates Veterans’' Burean Hospital No. 51 is loeated at
an altitude that is neither too high nor too low for any class of tuber-
cnlosls patients; and ;

Whereas this hospital is located in an ideal dry climate, especially
favorable to the treatment of tuberculosis of all types; and

Whereas there iz a special need for an institution of this class In
the twelfth district, so that tubercular veterans needing this special
care and freatment can obtain it under favorable conditions and proper
supervision without being sent to far-dlstant hospitals, where they
would be kept separated from their families and those who are near and
dear to them ; and

Whereas the present type of wooden shacks and buildings are hot in
summer and cold in winter, poorly equipped, and otherwise unsulted to
the proper care of tubercular veterans: Therefore be it

Resolved that the Department of Arizona, Disabled American Veterans
of the World War, in convention assembled, Request the United States
Veterans' Bureau to take immedinte steps to make the Unlted States
Veterans’' Burean Hospital No. 61 a permanent hospital, and have mod-
ern permanent bufldings erected, and make other necessary improve-
ments ; and be it further

Resolved, That coples of this resolution be mailed to each Congress-
man and- Senator from the said twelfth distriet.

Passed and adopted at Tucson, Aris., April 1, 1924,

Resolution 7, requesting i t of war risk imsurance act te
include men who were disabled in service between April 6, 1017,
and enactment of war risk insurance act, on November 6, 1917,
Whereas there are many men who were discharged from the service

after April 6, 1917, on account of disabilities incurred in the gervice,

who @id not have an opportunity to apply for insurance under the
war risk insurance act, which was passed at a later date; and

Whereas these men should be entitled to the same insurance bene-
fits as other men who were disabled in the service of their country
during- the World War : Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Department of Arizona Disabled American Vet-
erans of the World War, in convention assembled at Tucson, Ariz,,
April 1, 2, and 3, respectfully petition the Congress of the United
Stated to amend the war risk insurance act so that any person who
served in the active military service after April 6, 1917, and who was
discharged from service because of disabilities incurred in the service
prior to the enactment of the war risk insurance act on October 6,
1917, shall be deemed to have made legal application for, and shall
be entitled to recelve, all insurance benefits of the war rlsk insurance
act as amended.

Passed and adopted at Tucson, Ariz., April 2, 1924,

Resolution 18, being a resolution concerning the retentlon of non-
tuberculosis patients at United States Veterans' Hospital No. 51,
at Tucson, Ariz.

Whereas the Veterans' Burean has announced its intention to trans-
fer all nontuberculosis patients from the United States Veterans'
Hospital No. 51, at Tucson, Ariz.; and

Whereas a certain class of men who are suffering from bronchitis,
asthma, and other respiratory diseases have found that the climate in
this vicinity has proven very beneflclal to them, and that they have
failed to improve in other localities : Now, therefore, be it /

Resolved, That the Department of Arizona, Disabled American
Veterans of the World War, in convention assembled at Tucson, Arls.,
April 1, 2, and 3, 1924, go on record as opposing the transfer of non-
tuberculogis patients from United States Veterans' Hospital No. 51,
at Tucson, Ariz., but that separate guarters and mess hall be provided
for such nontuberculosis patients.

Passed and adopted April 3, 1924,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

Mr. MAYFIELD, from the Committee on Claims, to which
was referred the following bills, reported them each without
amendment and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (8. 8564) for the relief of J. H. Toulouse (Rept. No.
408) ; and

A bill (8. 825) for the relief of Archibald L. Macnair (Rept.
No. 409).

Mr. FERNALD, from the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds, to which was referred the joint resolution (8. J. Ites.
95) to authorize the American National Red Cross to continue
the use of temporary buildings now erected on square No. 172,
Washington, D. C., reported it without amendment.

Mr. DIAL, from the Committee on Public Builldings and
Grounds, to which were referred the following bills, reported
them each without amendment:

A bill (H. R. 4200) to provide for the cleaning of the ex-
terior of the post-office building at Cincinnati, Ohio; and
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* A bill (H. It. 8059) authorizing the conveyance to the city of
Washington, Mo., of 10 feet of the Federal building site in said
city for the extension of the existing public alley through the
entire block from Oak to Lafayette Streets.

Mr. MCNARY, from the Committee on Agriculture and For-
estry, to which was referred the bill (8. 8091) declaring an
emergency in respect of certain agricultural commodities, to
promote equality between agricultural commodities and other
commodities, and for other purposes, reported it without
amendment and submitted a report (No, 410) thereon.

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION IRTRODUCED

Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred
as follows:

By Mr. CURTIS:

A bill (S, 8104) for the relief of Hlie Rivers (with aecom-
panying papers) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. .

. By Mr. BURSUM:

A bill (8 3105) for the relief of Clara D. True; to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

By Mr, LODGE:

. A bill (8. 3106) to incorporate the American Psychelogical
Association ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
. By Mr. HEFLIN (by request) :

A bill (8. 3107) to amend the United States cottom futures
act, as amended ; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

By Mr. NEELY :

A bill (8. 3108) providing for the purchase of a site and the
erection thereon of a public building at Spemncer, W. Va.; to the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. BRUCH:

A bill (8. 3109) for the relief of Frank H. Walker and ank
H. Smith; to the Committee on Claims.

A bill (B 3110) to amend the act entitled “An act aut_horizi.ng
suits against the United States in admiralty, suits for salvage
service, and providing for the release of merchant yessels be-
longing to the United States from arrest and attachment in
forelgn Jurisdictions, and for other purposes,” approved March
9, 1020; to the Committee on Commerce.

By Mr, WARREN :

A joint resolution (8. J. Res. 114) authorizing an investiga-
tion of the proposed Casper-Alcova irrigation project, Natrona
County, Wyo. ; to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation.

AMENDMENT OF DISTBICT TAX DAWS

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill (S. 1786) to amend sections 5, 6, and 7
of the act of Congress making appropriations to provide for the
expenses of the government of the Distriet of Columbia for the
fiseal year ending June 30, 1003, appreved July 1, 1902, and for
other purposes, which was ordered to lie on the table and to
be printed.

AMENDMENT T0 TAX REDUCTION BILL

Mr. HARRIS., Mr. President, I offer an amendment to the
revenue bill and ask that it be printed in the Recorp and lie
on the table,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.

The amendment is as follows:

Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr, Harmis to the bill
(H. R. 6715) to reduce and equalize taxation, to previde revenue, and
for other purposes, viz: Insert as an additional section the follewing:

‘“Spe. —. That there shall be levied, assessed, collected, and paid
in respect of the excess over the sum of §1,000 which any person,
family, firm, association, or corporation shall give, advance, pay,
expend, subscribe, or contribute in the aggregate during any taxable
year for the purpose, directly or imdirectly, of influencing the nomina-
tion or defeat of any eandidate or candidates for nomination, or the
election or defeat of any candidate or candidates for office, or the
puccess or defeat of any proposition, to be voted upen at any primary
election or general or special electlon at which candidates for Membars
of the House of Representatives or for United Btates Senator or
presidential electors are to be nominated or eleeted, a tax equal to
1,000 per cent of such excess; such expenditures or contributions te
include all sums in any form countributed, subscribed, advamced, ex-
pendod, pald or given to or fer er against such eandidate, candldates,
or proposition or to or for party or other political committees or
campaign funds, but not to include lawful expenditures made by such
eandidates or regular political committees or out of such ecampaign
funds of moneys lawfully contributed te them.

(" Hvery person, firm, and cerporation required by law to make am
income-tax return shall state therein specifically each Item and the
date theresf of all gifts, advances, expenditures, subscriptions, 'pay-
ments, and contributions made, and to whomr, for the purpose of in-
fluencing the result of such primary and general elections and of all

Without objection, it is so

taxes due thercon under the provisions of this seetion. And the
treasurer or chairman of all State er eongresslonal eemmittees and
of all political committees as defined in the act of Congress approved
Jure 28, 1910, entitled ‘An act providing for publicity of comtribu-
tions made for the purpose of influencing elections at which Repre-
sentatives in Congress are elected,’ and of all assoclations or ecommits
tees organized to promote or prevent, or engaged in premoting or pre-
venting, the nomination or election of any ecandidate for Member of
the House of Representatives or of the Senate of the Congress of the
United Statea or for presidential elector or electors, shall within 30
days after the eleetion to be held therefor file with the collector for
the district where the beadquarters or other office where such com
mittee or association is located a return stating specifically all sums
of money received, from whom received, and the date thereof.”

SENATOR BURTON E. WHEELER

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair desires to an-
nounce that he has been advised by the Senator from Connecti-
cut [Mr. McLean] that in view of his duties upon the
Committee on Banking and Currency and the Committee on
Finance, it will be impossible for him to serve on the com-
mittee, to which he was recently appeinted relating to an
examination of matters touching the Senstor from Montana
[Mr. WeEELzr]. The Chair appolnts in the place of the
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Mclaanw] the Senator from
Oregon [Mr. McNaARY].

INCREASE OF COAST GUARD

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a con-
current resolution of the House, which was read, as follows:

Concurrent. Resolution 21

Resgolved by the House of Rep tatives (the Senats conowrring),
That the action of the Speaker of the Houss ef Represemtatives and
of the President pro tempore of the Semate in slgning the enrolled
bill (H, R. 6815) entitled “ An act to autherize a temporary inerease
of the Comst Guard for law enforcement,” be rescinded and that in
the reenrollment of the sald bill the follewing amendment be made,
viz: On page 2, line 44, after the word “ eamlisted,” imsert * warrant."

Mr. JONES of shington. Mr. President, the word “ war-
rant " was inserted as an amendment to the bill on the floor
«of the Senate, and was concurred in by the other House, but
in enrolling the bill it was left out. The purpose of the passage
of the concurrent resolution Is to correct the enrollment, I,
t:lerefore. move that the Senate concur in the Fouse reaolu-
tion

The coneurrent resolution was considered by una.nimous'
consent and agreed to.

RELIEF OF AGRICULTUERAL DISTEESS IN NEW MEXICO

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, Frazir in the chair) laid
before the Senmate the amendments of the House of Representa-
tives to the joint resolution (8. J. Res, 52) for the relief of
the drought-stricken farm areas of New Mexico,

Mr, McNARY., I move that the Senate disagree to the
amendments of the House, ask a eonference with the House
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and that
(tﬁxh?ajgnnferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the

The motion was agreed to, and the Presiding Officer ap-
pointed Mr. Norris, Mr, McNary, and Mr. Syuire conferees on
the part of the Senate.

Mr. NORRIS subsequently said: Mr. President, may I ask
the Chair who were appainted conferees on the part of the
Senate on the joint resolutiom (8. J. Res §2) for the relief
of the drought-stricken farm areas of New Mexico?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The present occupant of the
chair was temporarily abs#ht from the Chamber at the time the
conferees were appointed, but he is informed the conferees ap-
pointed were the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Nozmpis], the
Senator from Oregon [Mr. McNary], and the Senator from
South Carolina [Mr. SMmrTE].

My, NORRIS. Mr. President, I ask that T be relieved from
serving om the conference committee, because it is a physical
fmpossibility for me to give the attention to the matter which
it will require. I ask that some other Senator may be ap-
pointed in my place? .

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from
Nebraska suggest the name of another conferee?

Mr. NORRIS. If the Chair desires to go down the list of
names on the majority side of the committee, I suggest the
next' Senator on the list would be the Senator from Kansas
[Mr. CapPER]. 3

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In accordance with the
suggestion of the Senator from Nebraska, the Chair appoints
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Cirrer] as a member of the
conference committee in place of the Senator from Nebraska.
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RESTRICTION OF IMMIGRATION

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (8. 2576) to limit the immigration of
aliens into the United States, and for other purposes.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I desire to address the
Senate for a short time on the pending bill looking to per-
manent restriction of immigration coming into the United
States. Conditions change and necessarily the laws of our
country must be changed in order to meet changing conditions.
Up to the year 1880 we had no immigration policy in_this
country, and there was no need of one prior to that time, We
had a great empire in the West which was unsettled and which
needed the acquaintance of the plow and the advance of civ-
ilization. The immigration which was coming from Europe
at that time came unassisted; it came to find homes; it paid
its own way. There were homestead lands which were prac-
tically free to the settler who came to claim them. The result
was that the restrictions on immigration then practically re-
lated merely to good character and to health. This condition
in regard to our law remained until the act of 1913 was passed,
adopting an educational test.

Mr, President, I think in considering the problems which are

_Involved in the pending bill we should go back to the purpose
and object of restrictive legislation. We did not adopt the
original immigration law for the purpose of restricting certain
classes of immigration coming from Europe, but the main pur-
pose In passing legislation of any kind on the subject was to
protect certain American standards. The real issue involved is
the standard of American life and American living. On ac-
count of the great opportunities that were presented to the peo-
ple of America in developing this wonderful continent, with its
great natural resources in mine, forest, and field, the standard
of American living had risen far above the average of any other
country in the world. It is naturally the desire of our people
to maintain that standard, and it should be the desire of the
legislative body to keep that standard at least as high as it has
been In the past, if it ean not be made higher in the future.

Where that standard is most difficult to be maintained is in
the field of labor. The fight in all the civilized world from the
beginning of civilization has been at the bTead line, where the
human being fought for his daily bread. There it is that labog
must come in contact with competition. If the standard of
living at home has been built higher than it is-accustomed to
be malintained abroad, and then the lower standard is brought
in contact with the standard at home, of neecessity the lower
standard has a tendency to draw the higher one down to ils
level. Therefore, the principal purpose for which legislation to
restrict immigration into this country has been entered upon
is to protect American labor in its efforts to maintain the high
standard of wages and the proper standard of living which it
has built up in the decades that lie behind us.

Restriction of immigration is primarily a question that ad-
dresses itself, first, to the American laborer and the ideals of
American labor; and there we find the basis of our Republic.
It is that great class of citizens who toil for thelr living; that
great class of our people who must fight through their lives In
order that they may have comfortable homes for their families
and suitable education for their children, who determine the
real standard and on whom the success of the American Repub-
lic depends. To those who are in comfortable circumstances,
to those who do not have to toil for their daily bread, this issue
does not present itself; and, on the other hand, although those
in comfortable circumstances in this country do their part by
the Government, often being the captains that direct the force
of energy, yet the real position, both in peace and war of the
American Republic, is determined by the standards of the Amer-
ican toiler. So, that I regard this' bill establishing a perma-
nent policy for the restrietion of immigration as one of the great
and vital legislative endeavors that has come before the Con-
gress of the United States In my time, ]

I say “ permanent ™ because we all recognize the fact that,
althongh some years ago we passed a bill restricting immi-
gration along this line, at the time of its passage a limitation
was placed on the life of the bill and it was more or less
regarded as a temporary expedient, but to-day the Congress
is invited to enter upon a permanent policy to take its place
in the future life of the Nation.

Unless labor may have a fair and a living wage, then the
whole life of labor in this country must move backward; and
the only field in which the wage of labor can be protected and
determined, in the last analysis, is the field of competition.

You might adopt temporary expedients; you might by law
attempt to shelter this employment or that; but in the end, in
times of stress and disaster, no law could maintain an arti-
ficlal standard, The standards of American labor must be

maintained and can only be maintained in the great field of
competition ; and that fleld of competition is determined by the
man who applies for employment who is within the continental
limits of the United States.

I recognize that there is something in the argument that is
being made that we may bring on a degree of hardship in some
of our factories and foundries or in the development of our
agricultural land if there is a continued restriction of immi-
gration; but I think and always have thought that it is far
better for the onward .progress of the Nation to move more
slowly, to develop more surely, and carry the great ideals of
American 1ife and American living along with the Nation as it
moves onward.

I have always regarded this as ome of the most important
questions that confronted our country. As far back as the
year 1002 I offered in the House of Representatives an amend-
ment to a pending immigration bill providing for an educa-
tional test for immigrants coming into this country. It was
adopted by the House, and came to the Senate; but the Senate
rejected the amendment, and it went out of the bill, and for 11
years it stood at the door of Congress inviting enactment.
In 1013, my colleague from Alabama, a splendid man and a
statesman whose memory may be revered, the Hon. John L.
Burnett, of Alabama, reported an immigration bill containing
the same clause. It was enacted into law, and is the law of
the land to-day. It was intended to raise the standard of
immigration coming into this country so that a higher
standard of immigration would be presented on the fighting
line where it came into competition with the American laborer,

I say this because I want it understood from what I am to
say hereafter that I have always believed in restricting immi-
gration and believe in it now.

I am in favor of the passage of this bill in its main features
as it was reported to the Senate; but there is an Issue presented
to the Senate that will come before us for consideration before
the final vote on this bill, and I have taken the floor to make
clear my own position in regard to that matter.

A few years ago, when we passed the existing law restricting
immigration to 8 per cent of the foreign population of this
country, as shown by the census of 1910, we adopted the stand-
ard of 1910 because it was the latest census report that was
available. There was no other purpose in its adoption. It
wag fixed as the basis of restricted immigration. Before the
Great War immigrants were coming into this country from
Europe at the rate of more than a million of people per annum.
In some years, I think, it ran as high as a million and a half

ple. It was a serious pressure on American labor to main-
tain its standards and meet the inflow of so great an amount
of immigration; but after the enactment of the present law the
immigration coming into the United States was reduced to some
300,000 immigrants. In other words, the inflow of competition
at the labor market was reduced to a fourth or a fifth of what
existed prior to that time. The dangers and difficulties that
confronted the people of the United States were in a la
measure removed, and do not exist to-day, and will exist in a
much less degree if the pending bill is enacted.

Under the pending bill, providing for the admission of 2 per
cent based on the census of 1910, the immigration coming into
this country will amount to about 238,000 immigrants, reducing
by a third the immigration now admitted into the United States.
The census of 1890 showed over 7,000,000 of foreign-born resi-
dents in this country from northern and western Europe, and
only 800,000 from southern and eastern Europe; but when you
come to the census of 1910, by reason of death or removal, the
residents of this country under the census of 1910 from northern
and western Europe amounted to only 6,500,000, and from
southern Europe to 5,200,000. It is perfectly clear, then, te
anybody who desires to consider the facts—in truth, it is ad-
mitted—that the purpose of changing the present standard of
the law Is to diseriminate against immigration coming from
southern and eastern Europe.

11,115-? REED of Pennsylvania, Mr. President, will the Senator
yie

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes; I yield.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I should not like to have that
statement pass unanswered. The purpose, I think, of most of
us in changing the quota basis is to cease from diseriminating
against the native born here and against the group of our
citizens who come from northern and western Europe. I think
the present system discriminates in favor of southeastern coun-
tries.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have no doubt that the Senator from
Pennsylvania understands his position clearly, but he does not
make it clear to me,
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Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Benator from Alabama
yield?

Mr., UNDERWOOD. I yield.

Mr. KING. I did not hear the Senator from Pennsylvania.
Does the Senator, in that statement, assume to speak for the
committee?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I am speaking for myself and,
I think, for many on the committee,

Mr. KING. The Senator knows that in the commitiee we
afopted the 1910 basis. -

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I @id not make the statement
for the committee.

AMr. SHIELDS. Mr, President, I should like to say to the
Senator from Utah [Mr. Kiwe] that I entirely concur with the
Senator from Pemmsylvania [Mr. Reep]. My idea, and I think
the idea of a majority of the committee, was to discriminate in
favor of the American people; and if it should fall heavily
upon one of the other nations, that was not a material matter,
We looked only to the interests of the American people.

‘Mr. UNDERWOOD. My friend from Tennessee has inter-
preted the statement of the Benator from Pennsylvania, so I

now understand what he meant. In other words, the Senator’

thinks that it is in the interest of the American people to cut
down the immigration that is coming from southern Hurope and
to 'increase the immigration from northern Hurope. That ‘s
just what T said. T did not apply it in that way, but T never
iry to disguise my position by words. The purpose of this
change 1s not to reduce immigration coming into this country
that is going to force itself up against the bread line. It is not
a guestion of protecting the standard of American labor and
American life and the American home—no; it is not that, be-
cause that is determined by the brawn and ginew of each man’s
arm. It is numbers that eomnt ‘in the standard of daily work.
In faet, if there 'were any diserimination, the higher the stand-
ard of those you admitted in efficlency and ability to work, the
greater competition you would have at the dinner pail.

The purpose of this change in the bill is quite evident. Tt
is not to protect American labor, It is ‘to discriminate
against one class of immigration in favor of another.

¥ we ‘were going to build our country from foreign lands,
if we were going to allow unlimited immigration to flow into
this country from &1l sources, I ean readily see how that ques-
tion might be material. But when we are limiting immigra-

tion to a very narrow field, to the field as to which those most'
in favor of restriction feel that we have reached the 1imit, as.

expressed ‘in ‘this legislation, the guestion of assimilation 'is not

the serious question it would be if we had unresiricted immi-|

gration,

Some may ask me why I take this position and voted the
other day against the admission of Japanese into this country.
In the first place, let me say that the question of Immigrants
coming into this country is entirely a domestle issue. It has
always ‘Deen recognized as a domestic issue. It was pro-
claimed as a domestic issue when the treaty of peace was
signed at Versailles and was recognized as a domestic issue
at the Washington conference. It has been recognized by all
,conntries in the world that each and every nation for itself
must determine whom it will admit to its shores to come in
contact with its own people.

More than that, If the situation were reversed ‘the Tmpire
af Japan would take exactly the position we are proposing to
~take in this bill. Why do I say that? Because when Japan
was threatened with unlimited immigration coming from China
she herself restricted Chinese immigration coming into Japan
to the business classes and the merchant classes, and removed
Chinese immigration from competition with the labor of Japan.
I.do not say this in any way to reflect on the Japanese people.
They are a great people. They are an ancient people. They
have proved their standing among the nations of the earth
at the sword’s point. The whole world recognizes that they are
great warriors, and they have demonstrated their ability
within little more than half a century to adopt the methods
and the genius of western civilization and make them their
own. It is not because we wish to reflect on them or because
we discriminate against them that we have inclunded in this
bill a restriction against Japanese immigration coming to this
country, but it is because of racial integrity.

There never was a race in the world that did not desire to
maintain its own raclal integrity. The Zulu chief in Afriea
| resents the foreigner. The American Indian welcomed to his
i ghore Columbus’s sailors until they wanted to dominate the
land and carry back the Indian women of America. Then they
turned and massacred those whom Columbus had left in the
port in the West Indies on his first trip. ]

Racial integrity will be maintained always by every race of
people, and we can not permit the yellow and the brown races
to come to this country in large numbers without destroying
racial Integrity. More than that, we have recognized that fact
in onr law, and have refused to grant citizenship to immigrants
of either the yellow or the brown race.

No man should be admitted as an immigrant to this country
unless the law itself expects at some time that he may become
an American citizen and take part in the affairs of our Govern-
ment, so there is a reason for the exclusion of those from the
Asiatic shores without in any way reflecting on them that makes
it entirely different from Kuropean immigration. .

The great body of European immigration comes from the
same source. Thelr blood has been mixed through the cen-
turies., There may be a division in language. There may be
some dissimilar racial characteristics. PBut they belong to the
white blood, to the Caucasian race, and it Is more opportunity
that has made the division than it is racial characteristics.

Ag T said a moment ago, it is idle to say that this change is
made on the basis of protecting the American standards and
American labor, because under this bill as it stands we are
going to allow to enter this country only 238,000 immigrants a
year, and, if the change is made adopting the census of 1890, we
will allow 169,000 immigrants to come in, making a change of
competition at the bread line of only 69,000 human beings, half
of whom at least will be not wage earners, but those who will
be dependent on others. Ho that the number is Insignificaut as
compared with the great flood of immigration that beat upop
our shores but a few years ago. g

More than that, if that were all that was involved, if it
were only a guestion of the numbers that should be admitted,
without reflecting on anybody, the basis could be reduced from
2 per cent to 13 per cent figured on the census .of 1910, and
there would be fewer immigrants coming into this country than
wonld come in under the 2 per cent provision with the census
of 1890 as the basis, .

So it is perfectly apparent that the purpose of the change In
this bill is not to protect the standards of American labor, and
noft to protect the standards of American life and American
ideals, but it is to déscriminate against one clags of European
immigrants coming info our country as in favor of another,
® Mr, President, if we will look at the census returns, and com-
pare the number .of i who come In from these coun-
tries, we will find that from northern Europe, under the census
of 1910, as compared with that of 1890, there is an Increase
from Austria, which is a German country, of 3,704; of 333
from Belgium ; -of 764 from Norway; of 596 from Hsthonia; of
2,269 from Finland; of 567 from the Netherlands; of 1,481 from
Denmark ; of 4,601 from Sweden ; and of 221 from Switzerland,
making a total increase from those countries of 14,536, There
would be an increase of those coming from Czechoslovakia of
7499 ; from Yugoslavia, 3,340; from Poland, 11,580; from Rus-
sia, 14,278 ; and from Italy, 23,949, making a total of 60,655,

There are some smaller countries involved on both sides
of this equation -where the difference in change would be less
than 100 to each country, and I shall not worry the Senite
by going into all the minute details; but the fact is that if
we adopt the census of 1910 as the basis as against the pro-
posed amendment making the census of 1890 fhe basis, we
will get 60,000 additional immigrants from Czechoslovakia,
Yugoslavia, Poland, Russia, and Italy. That is the Issue.

1 do mot know how far Senators who are going to vote on
this bill have analyzed conditions in those countries, but
there is no portion of Europe where there is a finer industrial
development, a worthier civilization, a straining after higher
ideals and the best /in government, in social life, and in
industrial and agricultural® development than will be found
in Ozechoslovakia. But we want to change the standard so
that we will eliminate 7,499 from that country. Those who
are coming from Yugoslavia are comparatively few in the
estimates.

To Poland we close the doors, and yet if I remember rightly
on one of the great squares in this Capital Jity, facing the
‘White House, within my time of service in one of the branches
of the Congress, we have erected a statue to the herolsm of a
great Pole who came here during the Revelutionary War and
drew his sword and offered his life to sustain the independence
of the American Government. They are white. They belong
to the race of northern Hurope. They have established a re-
public of their .own; and although in the late war a large por-
tion of Poland was under the control of Germany, the heart-
beats of the entire people were with our cause and with our
soldiers. .

Russia? What is the difference between the Prussian, whom
you desire to admit, and the Russian across the border? They
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come from the blood of northern Europe. They are both Slavic

in their original ancestry. The difference is that one has had
tlie advantage of a development of civilization to a lenger

extent than the other. But In Russia we find a great white
race, a pure white race, a race that belongs to what we in
later years call the Nordie tribes. It has produced great

soldiers, for we must not forget that on the battle lines in the

early years of the Great War, before England was ready to
go to the relief of France, before we were involved, this same
Itussian peasant, whom you, now desire to condemn and write
against his race the bar sinister, held the Iine for clivilization.
Between 1014 ‘and 1916 if the Russian line had broken the
German BEmpire would have succeeded and have been the
dominant power of the world to-day. Yet by your action to-
day you are writing the bar sinister against this race of peo-
ple who held the line of eivilization for you and for me.

Then the other racve are the people of Italy, 23,000. They

are not excluded becauseé they are fighting the bread line. .
You eould exclude them at the bread line without reflecting |

on their racial characteristics or their standard among nations.
If that is all you desire, rediice your percentuge from 2 to 13

per cent and you will get less people than you would have by |

adopting the standard of 1890.

What are the Italians? You object to some of them because
you do not think they are up to the standard that you want.
The Lombards of Italy are as mmech Nordic in ‘their type as
Your own race. They have been great warriors in their time
and are to-day. All the arts of ciwieation have been bred
and grown in their midst, sculpture, painting, and tlie other
arts, literature, all the modern sciences. But a few, you say,
do not come up to your standard. Why, Senators, if we are
to be judged by the minority there are places in continental
United States that will not measure up to the standards of
Iuropean life, If yow want to pick a spot on the universe:to
judge of the whole, logk at your own country. Reverse the
situation. If we are to be judged of by the minority, 10: per
cent of the population of continental United States is biack.
Europe would not accept that as a standard mmder which to
allow. American immigration to go into Europe. But are we
to be judged as a Nation because our stamlard dees not ring
true all along the line? No!
itself that you are weighing and measuring in the balance
because forsooth some small portion of that nation does not
mensure up to the ideal standard which you desire?

No, Mr. President; I say that this change is & mistake.
THere is nothing to be accomplished by it that will aid in the
maintaining of the high standard of American labor and
American life that we all desire to saccomplish. They are only
endangered at the Iine of competition, the bread Itne. DBut
when yon say to a very large portion of the people of the
United States, citizens of this country, men and women who
have the right to vote and sit In the councils of your Nation,
*We draw this line against you and yours because we believe
that you are unworthy of the high standard of American life
and living,” you are doing an act of injostice to those people,
an act to which I shall not commit myself by my vote.

More than that, why should we forget that the same Itallan

broke out? ‘They refused to Invade France. They refused to
tear down the last protecting wall which would save the
political life of France. Then, in the end, they joined our
allies, "Their- boys with your boys battied tozether in the
Great War. The boys of their race who had adopted Ameriea

as their home stood on the battle line with your sons and with,
One great division from the State of New York was
largely made up of the sons of these people, and when the’

mine.

killing days im the Argonne eame they held the line, They
held it for yom and for me. And yet you #&re prepared to
write the har sinister against their names and say that they
are unwonthy of mixing with your blood. 'That is what you
mean, and thot is what the preposed amendment means.

Mr. President; I have been for restricted immigration and)

have said so on the floors of the Congress for more than 25
years. It iIs no new thing to me.
posed the first educational test to protect American labor and
American standards. But when you ask me to go to the
point where I must discriminate against and bar the men
who stood in the battle line with my son and fought the fight
with him I deeline to go with you, It is not American, it
is not democratic to do it

The great gemius of this Republic was due to the fact that
America opened its gates on' the rock-bound coast of New
- England to provide a bharbor of refuge for the Pilgrim
Fathers who were drivem from old England by perseention.
Then but a few years later the scene changed, and within a

Are you to judge of a nation,

As T gaid, I myself pro-

e e, 4
hundred miles of the Capitnl of the United States: the Catho-
lics of Hngland found refuge on the shores of Maryland from
persecution. Then the sons of New England and Maryland

:met and wrote the Constitution of the Unite,d States, which

is the gnaranty of our liberty, the protection of our homes,
and, the standard of our Republic and our lives,

The guestion of proscription is nothing- new. It was here
at the birth of the Democratic Party. It was out of this
idea of intolerance that, under' John Adams, the alien and
sedition laws were written in the history of this ceuntry.
The greatest Democrat who ever lived; standing for human
rights, human liberty, and freedom of conscience, carried the
igsue to the countly, and Thomas Jefferson became the Presi-
dent of the United States.

Under. his administration the alien and sedition laws were
rémoved from the statute books of the country.. Yet the spirit
of intolerance came down through the decades, and again
showed itself in the fifties, when a party calling itself the
American Party of the United States and kmown in history as
the Know Nothing Party proclaimed the same idea of pacial
and religious intolerance.

I am glad to say that the party of whicli I am a member,
the party im whose principles I hold faith, has always met
this issue squarely and stood for human rights and human lib-
erty. I wish to read into the Recorp of the Senate how that
party proclaimed itself when it met in convention for the cam-
paign. of 1856,  Section 10 of that Democratic platform reads
as follows:

That the liberal principles embodied by Jefferson in the Declaration
of Indéependence and sanctioned in the Comstitution, which makes ours
the land of lberty apd the amsylom of the oppressed of every npation,
have ever been cavdinal principles in the Democratic faith, and every
attempt to abridge the privilege of becoming eitizens and the owners of-
soll ameng us ought to be resisted with the same spirit which swept
the alien and sedition laws from our statute books; and

Wheresas, siuce the foregolng decluration was uniformly. adopted by
eur predeeccssors In national conventions an adverse politieal und re-
ligious test has been seeretly orgamized by a party claiming to be
exelosively American, it {8 proper that the American Democracy should
clearly define its relation thereto and declare its determined opposition
to all seéret pelitical societles, by whatever name they may be called:

Resolved, That the foundation' of this Uniom of States having been
laifl’ i wud il prosperity, expansion, and preeminent example in free
povermnent built upem ewtire freedom in matters of religlous concern-
ment and no respect of person in regard to rank or place of birth, no
party can justly ‘be deemed’ national, constitutional, or in accordance
with American principles which bases its exclusive organization upon
religions  opiniops’ and accldéntal birthplace. And hence a political
erusade in the nineteenth century and in' the United States of America
againkt CathoMe and foréign born' is neither justified by the past his-
tory or the future prespects' of ‘the' comntry mor in unison with the
spirit of veleration and enlarged freedom which pecullarly distingulshes
the American system of popular government.

Mr. President, I do not make that declaration ; other Senators
do not uake that declaration; but, as that platform states, from

the day of Jego‘ggsan down te the adoption of this clause in the
eople were in the th t when the Great War | Platform of 1856 it was the principle;, the great and enduring
ot iR bl o o |prineiple,, of the Democratic Party.
The

of Thomas Jefferson has lived for human rights;
1t has lived for human freedom; it has always stood fer free-
dom of religions worship, and if the hour bas come when the
democracy of America. ean no longer ring true fo the funda-
mental principles of this great party, then the seed of discord
and corruption has already entered its soul and its destiny
is ended.

What did, Thomas Jefferson leave behind him to mntte his
mame among the foremost of our great Republic? It wans net
that he had been a great President of the United States; it
was not that he had been ambassador to France in the hour
of danger and difficulty facing the young American Republic;
and it was pot that he had been Governor of the great State
of Virginia. Neoj; when he came to die he wrote his own epitaph
and bhe ardered written on his tombstone at Monticello—

Here Hes the body of Thomas Jefferson, the author of the Declara-

| tion of Independence, of the statute of religious freedom.in Virginia,

and father of the University of Virginia.

Three great achievements, all standing for human rights and
human liberty, for freedom of men; and yet we have reached
a time when the pgreat party to which L held allegiance, the
party of Jefferson, the author of the Declaration of Independ-
ence, the party of Mason, who wrote the Bill of Rights, tha.
party of Madison, the father of the Constitution, is preparing to
reverse the principle that it declared in its platform of 1856—-
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and that is the foundation stone of the party to which we give
allegiance—and exclude immigrants from this country, not
because they endanger American civilization, not because they
endanger labor at the bread line, but, forsooth, because we
have become 50 nice that we do not wish to associate with peo-
ple coming from particular foreign countries. In other words,
instead of standing for the great principles of human rights and
human liberty, and freedom of conscience, we are going to tear
down our standard and yield our cause to passion and to
prejudice, On that ground I will not follow.

There {8 no discrimination in the present law; there is no
reason for its change; there is no danger to American ideals
in the bill reported by the Senate Committee, but if the change
ghall be made it will be made for the purpose directly, and for
no other purpose, of discriminating against one class of people
in favor of another, on grounds that are not democratic and
not American. 3

Mr. SHIELDS obtained the floor.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, will the Senator
yleld to me?

Mr. SHIELDS. I yleld.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Yesterday afternoon the Sen-
ator from Rhode Island [Mr. Corr] and the Senator from South
Dakota [Mr. SteErRrine] both Inquired of me whether there
was going to be any record vote during the remainder of the
day as far as I could tell, and I assured them that there would
not be. In giving that assurance I meant to say that no
yea-and-nay vote would be called for on any proposition so
far as I could see. They very naturally interpreted what I
said as meaning that there would be no vote on any subject.
As a matter of fact, the Senate did vote without yeas and
nays on the Japanese-exclusion section which I offered, and

have unmeaningly done them an injustice in leading them

think there would not be any vote. For that reason, Mr,
President, and at the request of both of those Senators, I
ask unanimous consent for a reconsideration of that vote and
an immediate yea-and-nay vote on the question, so that they
may enter their dissent to the adoption of the section.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, Frazier in the chair).
Is there any objection?

Mr. SHIELDS. Does the Senator want an immediate vote?

Mr. REED of Pennsylyania, If the Senator will yield for
that purpose; otherwise, I can not presume on his courtesy.

Mr. SHIELDS. If I do not yield the floor, and if that is
an accommodation to the Senator, I will do so.

Mr. GERRY. Mr. President, may I ask what the Senator's
request was? I have just come into the Chamber,

Alr. REED of Pennsylvania. I have just explained that un-
wittingly I did an injustice to the Senator from Rhode Island
[Mr. Corr] and the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. STER-
nixa], both of whom wanted to vote against the Japanese-
exclusion section, I assured them there would be no record
vote, meaning no yea-and-nay vote; but a viva voce vote was
taken, and they were not here because of my assurance, I
am now asking that without discussion, and without its re-
gulting in the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. SHiELps] losing
the floor, the Senate shall now take a yea-and-nay vote on
the adoption of that section.

Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President, if I do not yield the floor,
and there is no discussion, T will yield for the accommodation
of the Senator,

My, ONDERWOOD. Mr, President, I have no objection; but
as the bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole,
and there will be another opportunity for a vote when the bill
goes into the Senate, I should like to ask the Senator why we
should call the roll now? 4

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I suggested that, but the Sena-
tors who are concerned felt that they would like to register
their protest promptly, and that is the reason for the unusual
request which I make of the Senate,

‘Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, I should like to say just
this word: I thought I had left word yesterday that I should
be notified in case that amendment came up before the Senate;
but I think the parties with whom I left the word overlooked
the matter, and I was not notified, or I would have been here,
of course, at the time.

Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President, I did not hear the Chair's
statement in regard to my agreement to yield the floor only for
this vote on condition that I shall not lose the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has recognized the
Senator from Tennessee. Is there any objection to the request
of the Senator from Pennsylvania? The Chair hears mone.
The vote whereby the amendment was agreed to is reconsidered,
and, under the unanimous-consent agreement, the yeas and nays
are ordered, and the Secretary will call the roll.

The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll

‘1. rour .
"~ Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.
There seems to be a misapprehension as to what is the pending
question. Is it not upon the adoption of the exclusion amend-

ment?

Tht? PRESIDING OFFICER., The Secretary will state the
question.

The Reapive CLErK. On page 15, after line 17, the Senate on
yesterday inserted the following amendment:

(¢) No alien ineligible to citizenship shall be admitted to the United
States unless such alien (1) is admissible as & nonimmigrant under
the provisions of section 8; or (2) unless such alien is an immigrant
who continuously for at least two years immediately preceding the
time of his application for admission to the United States has been,
and who seeks to enter the United Btates solely for the purpose.of,
carrying on the vocation of minister of any religious denomination, or
professor of a college, academy, seminary, or university ; or (8) unless
soch alien is an Immigrant who is a bona fide student over 18 years
of age and who secks to enter the United States solely for the purposa
of study at an aceredited school, college, academy, seminary, or uni-
versity, particularly designated by him and approved by the Secre-
tary of Labor; or (4) unless such alien is the wife or the unmarried
child under 18 years of age of an immigrant admissible under subdi-
vizion (2) of this paragraph and is accompanying or following to join
him.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will continue
the calling of the roll.

The reading clerk resmmed the calling of the roll.

Mr. WILLIS (when Mr. FEss’'s name was called). My col-
league, the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. FEss], is unavoid-
ably absent. If he were present, I am advised that he would
vote for the pending amendment.

Mr. McCORMICK (when his name was called). I have a
standing pair with the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. OwEN],
whieh I transfer to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. FEss], and will
vote. I vote “ yea.”

The roll eall was concluded.

Mr. FLETCHER. I have a general pair with the Senator
from Delaware [Mr. Barr], whoe is absent. I transfer that pair
to the Senator from Arvizona [Mr. Asmurst], and will vote.

I vote “ yea."”

Mr, ERNST. I have a general pair with the senior Senator
from Kentucky [Mr. Stranyrey], but I understand that he would
vote as I intend to vote, Therefore I vote “ yea."

Mr., SHORTRIDGE, My colleague [Mr. Jounson of Cali-
fornia] is abgent. If he were present, he would vote * yea."

Mr. JONES of New Mexico (after iaving voted in the affirma-
tive). I obgerve that the Senator from Maine [Mr. FERNALD],
with whom I am paired, is absent from the Chamber. I have
already voted, but I understand that the Senator from Maine
would vote as I have voted, and I therefore permit my vote
to stand.

Mr, GERRY. I desire to announce that the Senator from
Arizona [Mr. Asmaurst] is absent on account of illness in his
family.

Mr. CURTIS, I desire to announce that the Senator from
Indiana [Mr, Warson] is absent owing to illness in his family.
If present, the Senator from Indiana would vote “ yea.”

I wish also to announce that the Senator from Wisconsin
[Mr. Lenroor] i8 absent because of illness.

The result was announced—yeas 71, nays 4, as follows:

YEABS—T1

Adams Ernst . Ladd Robinson
Bayard Fletcher Imdc&e Sheppard
goral& Eﬂlzier g = lilmlﬂ‘ ggiddt: .

randegee POTEE McKellar pstesa
Brookhart Gerry MecKinley Shertridge
Broussard Glags MeNary Simmons
Bruce Gooding Mayfield Smith
Bursum Hale Moses Smoot
Cameron Harreld Neely Bpencer
Capper Harris Norbeck Stephens
Caraway Harrison Norris Swanson
Copeland Heflin Oddie Trammell
Curtis Howell Overman Underwood
Dale Johnson, Minn.  Pepper Wadsworth
Dial Jones, N. Mox.  Phipps alsh, Mont.
Din Jones, Wash. Pittman ‘Wheeler
Hdge Kendrick Ralston Willis
Elkins Keyes Reed, Pa.

NAYB-—4
Colt McLean Sterling ‘Warren
NOT VOTING—21

Ashurst Ferrls Lenroot Walsh, Mags,
Ball Fess Owen Watson
Couzens Greene Ransdell Weller
Cummins Johnson, Callf.  Reed, Mo.

Edwards % Stanfield

Fernald La I'ollette Stanley

So the amendment of Mr. ReEp of Pennsylvania was agreed to.
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Mr, SHIELDS, Mr President, the future immigration: pol-
iey of the United States is challenging the most serious atten-

changed from one of practically the open door to all peoples
of the world to one of rigid restriction if not absolute prohibi-
tion of immigration. This is-a matter of the greatest impor-
tance and must have prompt and favorable consideration. The
immigrants we are receiving to-day are of a différent character
from those that came in the early history of our country, and the
great numbers in which they are arriving is a cause of serious
alarm and menaces the purity of the blood, the homogeneity,
and the supremacy of the American people and the integrity and
perpetuity of our representative form of government.

The highest duty of every nation is to protect its nationals
and its government. Our constitutional form of government is
recognized to be the wisest that was ever constructed and put
into snecessful operation. 'We have boundless natural resources,
surpassing those of all other countries in variety and value.
But it is the sturdy and indomitable people who populated this
country and founded our Government, developed these vast
resources, who have made this the greatest, richest, and most
powerful Nation in the world. If we permit the great American
type of citizenship to be diluted, mongrelized, and destroyed,
our civilizatlon and free institutions will not survive. No mon-
grel race has ever achieved greatuess in peace or war.

The people of the United States recognize in these great
hordes of new immigrants a foreign invasion fraught with
cousequences as disastrous and humiliating as those of a mili-
tary invasion., They arc as much opposed to a peaceful con-
quest through the migrations of millions of undesirable alien
fmmigrants as a conguest by an army with force and arms.

Mr. President, the apprehensions of the people are well
founded, and conditions call for prompt and vigorous action,
We must have a new and permanent policy which will prohibit
further migrations of alien peoples and preserve the purity and
integrity of American citizenship and republican institutions.

CONDITIONS BEQUIRING LEGISLATION )

I will briefly review the facts that have produced these alarm-
ing conditions and call for this legislation.

There have been great migrations of peoples from one coun-
try to another in all ages, and many of them have submerged
and supplanted the peoples inhabiting the countries to which
they migrated and overthrown their governments.

The migrations to the United States in recent years have
broken all precedents, Where hundreds of thousands migrated
to other countries, millions have come to Americq. Since 1820,
35,000,000 aliens have migrated to the United States. The great
majority of them have come since 1880, 10,000,000 during the
last 15 years. Comparatively few came before 1880, the won-
derful increase of our population up to that time being almost
entirely from colonial stock. These migrations gradually in-
creased from 1880 to 1014. From 1902 to 1914 ever 750,000
eame annually, and during five of these years more than
1,000,000 eame each year, 1,218,480 arriving in 1914.

The census of 1920 shows that we have a total white popu-
lation of 94,820,915, of which number 58,421,956 are of native-
born. parentage, and that 86,228,058 are foreign born or of
foreign-born parentage—13,712,754 foreign borm, 15,604,539 of
parents born abroad and 6,901,665 of mixed parentage—that
is one parent born abroad and the other native; and that
only about one-half of the foreign born are naturalized Ameri-
ean citizens,

This census further shows that of the pepulation of our
cities there are 245566,729 born' of native parents, and 26,
063,355 of foreign birth or forelgn stock, and of these 10~
386,083 are foreign born. The city of New York, with a
population of 5,600,000 has 4,200,000 of foreign stock, of which
1,000,000 are alien by birth. Chicagooutof a total population of
2,700,000 has 1,940,000, or 75 per cent, foreign stock. There are
other cities where the majority of the pepulation are foreign
born or of foreign stock.

New England has almost chaoged its original stock of
people; over 60 per cent of the pepulation consists of those of
foreign birth or whose parentage is foreign wholly or in
part. Rhode Island leads all the States with a foreign stock
of 69 per cent, followed by Massachusetts, with 66 per cent;
Connecticut and North Dakota, with 65 per cent; Minnesota,
64 per cent; New York, 62 per cent; Wisconsin, 59 per cent;
and New Jersey, 08 per cent. The total foreign stoek for
the Houthern States, including Missouri, Oklahoma, and Texas,
is only 8 per cent as against 40 per cent In the rest of the
country. i

There are more than two-fifths of our white population
foreign born and of foreign or mixed foreign parentage of the
present generation. Without reference to the character of

the individual immigrants, this is ample cause for alarm and

-serious apprehension for: the safety and supremacy of the
tion of the American people. They demand that this policy be |-

American stock, who built our free Ipstitutions and are re-
sponsible for their maintenance:

These conditions have never existed or been approached in
the history of our Government, and they fully justify the
interest of all patriotic Americans in restrieting immigration.

TNE OLD IMMIGRANTS

Mr. President, the thirteen original States were British col-
onies, settled by Immigrants from the United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Ireland and northern and western Europe—France,
Holland, Germsiny, and the Seandinavian countries, less than
10 per cent coming from the latter countries. These peoples
were originally of the same common origin and stock, hav-
ing much the same love of liberty and freedom and principles
of Government, and comparatively essily” assimilated.

The colonists from Great, Britain and Ireland brought with
them the customs, the language, ideals, aspirations, and the
laws of that great Anglo-Saxon natien and established a Gov-
ernment which seeured for them the inalienable rights of per-
sonal llberty, private property, security of the home,
of religious belief, free speech and press, trial by jury, and
other rights of a free and sovereign people. The Nation which
they created here is of the great Anglo-Saxon family, with the
fixed principles and ideals which these people have carried with
them and upheld in every part of the world they have settled
and controlled.

The immigrants who came here from 1787 to 1880 were of
the same stock, in about the same proportions. as those who
founded our Nation and our Government, those coming from
continental Burope increasing about 25 per cent In the last 20
years of that period. They came here for the purpose of
acquiring homes, enjoying our free institutions, and becoming
loyal American citizens. They brought their familles with
them and distributed themselves all over the country and were
assimilated and merged into one homogeneous people with nne
language and atfached to the same laws and the same prin-
ciples and form of government. They assisted in subduing the
forests, clearing the lands, and building our great cities and
developing our great natural resources.

THR NEW IMMIGRANTS

Mr. President, the character and nationality of Immigrants
have changed since 1880. Immigration for some years has been

‘almost entirely from southern and eastern Europe and Asia,

countries whose nationgls are racially different from the old
immigrants, The total number of immigrants to the United
States from porthern and western Europe betwveen 1871 and
1880 was about 2,700,000 and the total from southern and
eastern Europe only 181,000, but between 1801 and 1910 the
total of the former was 2,000,000 and those from southern and
eastern Europe increased to 6,128,000. While previous to 1000
immigration from southern and eastern Europe constituted
only 9 per cent of the European immigration, since then it
has increased to 75 per cent of the total. More than three-
fourths of the immigrants during the last 10 years came from
Italy, Greece, Hungary, Poland, the Balkans, Russia, and
some from Asia.

We have many splendid men and women, loyal and patriotic
citizens, from all these countries who eame to make America
their home and to become Americans. We respect and honer
them and are glad to have them. They are entitled to equal
opportunities and equal rights with those who came before
them. There should be no diserimination against them. They
are all now Americans and many of them are successful busi-
ness men and able and distinguished citizens, holding high
positions and offices of trust, honor, and power. What 1 am
now geing to say does not apply to this class of immigrants.

The great majority of the present-day immigrants do not,
like the old ones, distribute themselves over the Htates, mingle
with and beeome absorbed in the great body of American
people, and bulid homes, cuitivate lands, or, in other words,
become permanent and loyal Asperiean citizens. They do not
have the social characteristics of the original stock. They
are not assimilable and do not seem to desire to be assimilated.
They bring with them lower standards of living and labor eon-
ditions and strange customs and ideals of social Justice and
government. Civil and religious liberty do not attract them,
but they come here to enjoy our prosperity and possess tho
country our forefathers redeemed from the wilderness and
improved as none other in the world.

They largely congregate in cities and form' communities of
their several fareign nationalities; they speak thelr own lan-
guages and train their children to do so. They continue to
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‘cherish their former traditions, social aspirations, customs, and
ideals of government, and more than half of them remain un-
naturalized and owe allegiance to foreign governments. There
are more than 3,000,000 of them who can not read or write
English and perhaps 2,000,000 who can not speak our language.
The city of Monessen, Pa., has a population of 21,000, only 3,000
of whom can speak the English language. There are whole
wards in New York and Chicago where the English language is
seldom heard and no newspapers printed in it read. These
conditions are the natural consequence when a large number
of immigrants come from one country.

The Investigation of the great strike of the employees of
the United States Steel Corporation developed the fact that
more than one-half of the strikers were foreigners, represent-
ing 21 nationalities and speaking as many different languages.
' Thirty-five per cent of those immigrants are illiterate and
densely ignorant, and many of them are physically, mentally,
and morally unsound. Secretary Davis recently stated that 20
per cent of the inmates of the insane asylums of our country
are men and women of foreign birth. A large number of
them are of the lawless class and undesirable cltizens in every
respect. It is well kmown that the governments of the coun-
tries from which these people come encourage and stimulate
this class of immigration and keep at home the best of their
nationals.

Mr, Secretary Davis, after a careful investigation, classified
the present-day immigrants as follows:

Very superior 158, 188
Buperior 403, 700
High ‘average 1, 016, 211
Averag 8, 702, 004
Low average 2, 2986, 914
Inferior. 4,276, 573
Very inferior. 2, 060, 262

We have received over 8,000,000 immigrants in 30 years below
normal mentality, and their progeny have added to the num-
ber of degenerates, criminals, and inmates of insane asylums,
burdening our country with obligations which have more than
offset the real value of the desirable immigrants.

THE MENACE OF COMMUNISM

Mr. President, these undesirable immigrants are seriously
endangering the peace and tranguillity of our people and the su-
premacy of our laws and Government., There are many of them
who begin to plan to destroy our institutions as soon as they
.arrive in this country. They are not content with the American
principle of equal opportunity, but demsand equal conditions
without deserving them. There are many who are intolerant
of all restraint and all law and would introduce into this
country the wildest doctrines of Bolshevism. We get the ma-
jority of the communists, the I. W. W.’s, the dynamiters, and
assassins of public officers from the ranks of the present-day
immigrant. : .

Communism has become a menace to our Government. There
are many organizations, under different names, which are con-
stantly plotting to overthrow our Government by force and
violence when conditions offer favorable opportunity for such
action, They have made insidious efforts to obtain control of
organized labor; but, while it is said they have made converts
in some of the unions, Mr, Gompers and other labor leaders,
with commendable patriotism, have met and thwarted their
efforts. They denounce all interests and all organizations not
in accord with their views, and only recently in a meeting in
Chicago the American Legion was denounced as an auxiliary of
capital ‘and all workers were ordered to withdraw from its
membership. The strength and activities of the communists
are found in the eastern and northern cities, where aré the great
body of undesirable immigrants. We have very few of them in
the South, where the immigrants are of the better class, and
are making good citizens ; but this is a national problem, and I
am discussing it from a national standpoint.

Mr. President, there are to-day more than a thousand daily,
weekly, and monthly publications, in 42 different languages,
printed in the United States which openly and defiantly advo-
cate the overthrow of our Government. In addition to these,
gocialistic and anarchistic papers, advocating violence and
bloodshed, published in Europe in foreign langunages, are dis-
tributed in our country. Meetings are held in all centers of
the foreign population in our cities and speeches made in for-
eign languages urging bloody revolution and ultimate confisca-
tion and destruction of all private property.

The Communist, the official organ of the Communist Party,
which is printed in a half dozen foreign languages, advocates
organized revolution in the United States. Addressing the
working men and women, it declared in 8o many words:

You must organize the shops and use the strike against the Govern-
ment; you must be prepared so that “when the revolutionary erisis
comes you can turn a general strike against the Government into an
armed uprising to overthrow all government.

There are said to be 2,000,000 radical communists in the
United States. These people made necessary the esplonage
laws of the war, which unexplained, are a reflection upon the
patriotism of the country.

Present conditions in Europe tend to increase immigration
to this country of the idle, thriffless, and criminal classes.
It is estimated that but for the restrictive legislation enacted
in 1921, no less than 2,000,000 of these undesirable classes
would have come to our shores from southern and eastern
Europe during the last year. :

If we allow this to continue, the character and distinguish-
ing qualities of our nationals will be changed, and physical,
mental, and moral degeneracy of the American people will
inevitably follow, and our Government will be altered in con-
formity with their socialistic views and ldeals,

NEW IMMIGRATION POLICY REQUIRED

Mr, President, the great migrations of the nationals of for-
eign countries must stop. We must adopt a fixed and firm
policy, not apologetic, but militant and aggressive for that pur-
pose. We must declare to the nations of the world now and for
all time in no uncertain terms that we will not longer allow
great migrations of people from any country to our shores.
America has too long been made the dumping ground for their
undesirable populations. As a sovereign nation it is our solemn
duty to foster and protect the purity of blood, the character-
istics, and ideals of the American people. The harmony and
unity of our nationals must be preserved. We will do this
without consulting the convenience and interest of any other
government. Their officious interferencés and protests ngalnst
this bill are an insult to our sovereignty and should be re-
sented by all Americans,

We do not need immigration. We are a world power and
can safely depend and rely upon our own people for prosperity
and defense of our country. The immigrants of to-day come
to share our prosperity and not to contribute to it. The
natural inerease of our nationals will enable us to keep up
with the populations of other countries. We do not want a
densely populated country with the attendant evils found in
such countries in Hurope and Asia., Overpopulation destroys
individualism and independence and weakens the physical and
mental development of the people. Great Britain, France,
Germany, nor any other civilized country permits hordes of
immigrants from foreign countries.

IMMIGRATION A DOMESTIC POLICY

Mr. President, the problem which confronts us is not inter-
national. Immigration i8 a domestic problem solely within the
control of each sovereign State. This question was fully dis-
cussed when the Senate had under consideration the approval
of the covenant of the League of Nations contained in the Ver-
gailles Treaty. One of the most important reservations reported
by the Committee on Foreign Relations was that declaring im-
migration to be a domestic question and reserving to the United
States the absolute control of immigration to our country.

I consider the possible interference of foreign governments
in our immigration policies to be one of the gravest conse-
quences which would follow our becoming a member of the
League of Nations. The protests that Italy, Rumania, Japan,
and other countries are making against this legislation con-
firms this apprebension.

Our immigration policy must be determined by the American
people, and the laws for its enforcement written by Americans
and for America. The welfare of the Nation must control.
Temporary economic, industrial, and commercial interests must
give way to the safety of our people and our institutions. Con-
tractors for cheap labor and foreign steamship companies
reaping great profits from transporting immigrants, must not be
allowed to further influence our immigration laws,

AMERICA HAS AIDED EUROFE

Mr. President, the argument that the policy and laws proposed
are harsh and unjust to the people of Europe 4 without founda-
tion in fact, humanity, or justice. We are under no legal or
moral obligations to receive and provide for them. America
has done more for Europe than Europe has done for herself.
‘We have been taking care of their surplus population, good and
bad, to the prejudice of our people and our institutions for the
last 40 years. We lent them more than $10,000,000,000 during
the last war, which most of them show no disposition to repay.
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Since the war we have given them nearly $1,000,000,000 In
charity and have no evidence of their gratitude. Thelr con-
stant demands upon us are-for more favors and for more
money.

Notwithstanding these facts, we have among us men and
women who are constantly insisting that we must “ do some-
thing for Europe.” Just what they mean, they do not say and
I do not know, unless it is to contribute more of the earnii:s
and savings of the American people to support the peoples of
those countries while they are devoting themselves to their
racial, commercial, and territorial prejudices and struggles.
There are some who are insisting that we release their in-
debtedness to us, in order, as they say, to encourage them in
their economic and industrial pursuits. They do not seem to
have any consideration for the interest of the American people,
who need that money to pay the Liberty loan bonds sold to
raise It

POLICY OF WABHINGTON

1 believe in- the policies of Washington and Jefferson:
*“Equal and exact justice to all men, of whatever state or
persuasion, religious or political; peace, commerce, and honest
friendship with all nations, entangling alliances with none”
and which were eloquently approved by President Woodrow
Wilson in his gpeech made In Washington, on May 6, 1914,
when he said: “ Theve are just as vital things stirring now
that coucern the existence of the Nation as weré stirring then;”
to wit, in Washington’s time, and every man who worthily
stands in this presence should examine himself and see whether
he has the full conception of what it means. America should
live her own life.

Wasnington saw it when he wrote his farewell address
It was not merel$ because of passing and transitory circum-
stances that Washington said we must keep from entangling
alliances. It was because lie saw that no country has yet set
its face in the same direction in which America had set ler
face. We can not form alliances with those who are not
going our way, and in our might and in confidence and definite-
ness of our own purpose we need not and we should not form
alliances with any nation in the world. Those who are right,
those who study their conscierces in determining their policy,
those who hold their honor higher then their advantages do
not need alliances. When we go out from this presence, we
ought to take the idea with us that we, too, are devoted to the
purpose of euabling America to live her own life, to be the
most just, the most progressive, the most honorable, the most
enlightened nation in the world.

Mr. President, I have no racial or religious prejudice against
any of the Caucasian races, and I would not discriminate
against any of them, but as an American citizen, whose paternal
ancestors fought with Washington and assisted in driving the
British armies from American shores, I am in favor of the
American people and the American Government against all
races and against all nations. I believe that the sound political
policy of the American people is to keep Europe out of America
and to keep America out of Europe.

While we have no right to suggest what other governments
should do with their surplus populations, we know that there
are vast unoccupied countries which are open to colonization.
Africa is a vast country, sparsely populated and of great
natural resources almost wholly undeveloped. France, Italy,
Belgium, and Great Britain have great dominions there which
these people may occupy and develop. Let them go there and
work and build up that country and establish their own forms
of government as our forefathers did in America. We are not
called upon to divide our country or our prosperity—the result
of years of hardship, saerifice, and industry—with them.

FOREIGN INFLUENCE

If we permit foreign nations to continue to colonize their
nationals here as they have in the last few years, those of
foreign blood will soon outnumber the American stock and con-
trol our Government. They are now exercising great influ-
ence in some sections of the country. There are many of them
now among us who are opposing this legislation, not in. their
own interest but for that of the peoples of the countries from
which they emigrated. Their opposition to legislation for the
protection of American citizenship and American institutions
is not creditable or patriotic. Their sympathies ought to be
solely with America and Americans. It proves that residence
and naturalization will not make Americans. The true and
loyal American must be for his country in heart, soul, and
body. and against all ether peoples and all other governments
whose interest conflict with our interest and safety.

LXV—408

Congress, I repeat, should declare that the present and future
policy of the United States is opposed to the migrations of
the nationals of other countries to its borders, and should
pass appropriate legislation to enforce this policy.

THE PRESENT LAW L

Mr, President, the adoption of a fixed policy Is the important
thing. The means for the enforcement of this policy are only
secondary and can be changed from time to time as may be
necessary for the exclusion of aliens. Congress has for years
recognized the necessity of legislation restricting immigration.
A bill for this purpose was passed in 1912 and vetoed by Presi-
dent Taft. What is known as the Burnett immigration bill,
passed in 1917, contained about the same provisions as that bill.
It prohibits the admission of immigrants who are idiots or in-
sane, paupers, vagrants, polygamists, prostitutes, those afflicted
with tuberculosis or any other loathsome, dangerous, or conta-
gious disease, those convicted of felonies involving moral turpi-
tude, anarchists and those who oppose all kinds of organized
government, those who favor the assassination of public officers
and unlawful destruction of public property, contract laborers
and all aliens over 16 years physically capable who can not read
the English or some other languuge, and any other delinquents,
so as to prevent all undesitable immigration. This bill was
vetoed because of the educational test, but it was passed not-
withstanding and is now the law.

That bill did not go far enough—there was no restriction
upon the pumber of immigrants, and too many loopholes for
evasion. Congress, to remedy this defect, passed May 19, 1921,
and continued in force for two years, by resolution May 11, 1822,
what is known as the quota law, under which emigration
from foreign countries was resiricted to an annual quota equal
to 3 per cent of the nationals of each particular nation already
in the United States, as shown by the census of 1910, subject
to the prohibitions and provisions of the Burpett law., This
law does not apply to the other countries of North America nor
those of South and Central America, and allows exceptions in
favor of the relatives and dependents of residents in the United
States and certain other nationals of other countries, as pro-
vided in the BDurnett law, which it supplements, -

The aggregute of the annual quota allowed under this law is
357,000, but almost an equal number may be admitted under the
exceptions. The year before this law was passed we received
805,228 immigrants. -

THE JOHNSON-REED BILL

Mr. President, the bill now under consideration, known as the
Reed bill, reduces the annual quota of immigrants for each
country to 2 per cent, based upon the census of 1910, which,
with some exceptions to be stated, is practically the same as the
Johnson bill just passed by the House of Representatives. The
other countries of North America and those of Central and
South America and the West India islands are not included in
the guota restrictions, and immigrants as before are allowed to
enter our country without limitation as to numbers. Officials of
foreign governments and their families, aliens visiting the
United States temporarily, as tourists, for business, study, or
pleasure, and some others are also excepted from the quota
restrictions.

There are no exceptions, as in the Burnett bill and subse-
quent legislation, in favor of the near relatives and dependents
of immigrants in the United States, but preference under the
quota limitation is given to the unmarried child under 21 years
of age, father or mother over 55 years of age, the husband or
the wife of a citizen of the United States, which is deemed
sufficient to allow to come in those occupying these relations to
all immigrants now in this eountry and who have manifested
their determination to become Americans by being properly
naturalized.

The bill also contains provisions requiring written appliea-
tions of the nationals of other countries proposing to emigrate
to the United States, to our consular agents abroad who are
vested with broad powers and discretion in allowing or refus-
ing certificates giving them the right of admission, subject,
however, to be rejected at the port of entry if found to be un-
desirable immigrants within the provisions of the immigration
laws of the United States. These provisions are believed to
constitute a selective system in the country of the nativity of
the immigrant, which, while it may not be perfect, is a step in
advance and will eventually prevent the coming of all the un-
desirable and prohibitive class of immigrants to our shores.

The aggregate annual quota of immigrants allowed under the
bill as reported to the Senate, 2 per cent based upon the cen-
sus of 1910, exclusive of exceptions, is 240,450. There are sey-
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. ar.. ' amendments pending, one of which suspends all immigra- |’

‘tion for five years, excluding from the restrietions certain near
relatives of the citizens of the United 8tates and the class con-
tained in the exceptions in the Reed bill, except that immi-
grants from Cdnada, Mexico,, Central and South American
countries are also excluded, Another amendment fixes, the
‘quota at 2 per cent and based upon the census of 1890 and
applies to all countries, which will reduce the number of immi-
grants allowed to enter our country each year to 169,803, ex-
clusive of the specinl exceptions contained ln the bill under
congideration. 'The Dbill also contains mumerous administrative
provisions which will greatly aid in controlling immigration
and immigrants, and which I favor,

Mpr, President, I will support the amendment proposing to sus-
pend immigration to the United States for three years, with the
exceptions stated hereinbefore liberally construed and adminis-
tered In the cause of humanity and the just expectation of those
wliom we have already admitted to citlzenship in this country
and are now a part of us and Amerlcans, because I believe, for
the reasons which I have already stated, that it will require
that time at least to assimilate those of foreign birth and some
of foreign parentage now in this country, and without this we
can not maintain the unity and harmony of our citizenship.

Shonld the Senate nmot approve thiz amendment, which is
probable, I will then support the amendment fixing the annual
quota at 2 per cent based upon the census of 1800, which was
approved In the House by more than two-thirds majorlty, in-
suring that, if necessary, it will be passed over an Ixecutive
yeto.

Mr. President, I will not go into any analysis of how the
adoption of the census of 1890 will affect the different nations
of the world. I will not discuss the protests of some of them,
nor the supposed equities asserted. They have no rights to
protest and no equities which we are called upon to recognize.
The admission of their nationals to this country is not a matter

of right and rests entirely upon comity and tolerance, which

‘should not be permitted to interfere with the material interests
of our country. The proposed law-is solely for the benefit of
Amerlea and Amerieans of to-day and for all future time. If it
is diseriminatory, it is in the interest and for the benefit of
Americans and not because of any prejudice against other
peoples, We will not discriminate against any nation for the
benefit of another nation, When the law affects nations dif-
ferently it is because it is required by the interests of our own
people, for whom it is our right and duty to legislate.

I am frank to say that I believe if we must have immigration
it is Dbest for it to come from Great Dritain and Ireland and
‘the countries of western and northern Europe, as in the early
days, ns these people are more like our people in their charac-
teristics and their Ideas and principles of government conform
more to ours than the peoples of southern Europe and Asia, and
they are therefore more easily assimilated. But I can not now
see how further immigration from any country can contribute
to the safety, happiness, and prosperity of our people and the

ermanence of our Government, and I would be glad to see all
mmizration, with the exception hereinbefore stated in favor
of relatives and others, prohibited for a reasonable time. This
is for the interest of all Americans, whether they came early
or last year. -

Mpr, President, the American people are aroused to the neces-
sity of stopping the great migrations of aliens to our country,
and they almost unanimously favor rigid restrictlons, as pro-
vided in this legislation.

The great body of the American people, including the Sons
of the American Revolution, the Daughters of the American
TRevolution, the American Legion, and all the great patriotic
organizations, and practically all of the civie, commercial, and
political organizations of the country are earnestly supporting
immigration restrictions and this bill. They voice the sov-
ereizn will of the American people and without further delay
that will should be written into the law of the United States,
GhM{. GEORGE, Mr. HARRIS, and others addressed the

alr.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senafor from Georgla.
Mr. HARBRRIS. Mr. President, I wonder if we can not
get an agreement now to limit the debate so that we may come
to a final vote on the pending bill. -

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair recognized the
Junior Senator from Georgia. |

Mr. HARRIS. Very well; I yield to my colleague.

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I do not rise for the purpose
of discussing at length at this late hour in the debate the
Immigration bill—the general questien. I wish merely to
state my views and very briefly the reasons therefor.

On the day before yesterday we voted down the committee
amendment which recognized the so-called gentlemen’s agree-

‘ment with Japan, and to-day we voted to place in the pending

bill a provision which will exclude the Japanese altogetler.
Senators for whose views I have very great respect have
found justification for their afirmative vote on the question
Just indicated in a veiled threat or implied threat contained
in' a letter from the Japanese ambassador to the Secretary
of State. So far as I am concerned, Mr. President, I find
no basis for my vote, which also was in the affirmative, on
that question in anything that i§ or is not contained in the
letter of the Japanese ambassador.

Whether the letter from the JYapanese ambassador contalns
a velled threat or an implied’ threat necessarily raises a ques-
tion between two parties, and on that question Japan, as of
right and in conformity with our method of dealing with all
nations, is entitled to be heard. I am not, therefore, sur-
prised, Mr, President, and T will not be surprised in the fu-

. ture, to hear the Japanese Government deny that in the letter

of the Japanese ambassador there was contained any veiled or
implied threat.

If that were the only justification for my vote om that im-
portant question, I should have voted in the negative. I am-
stating this, Mr, President, because the consideration which
persuaded me to, vote in the affirmative on the question to
which I have referred is very largely controlling upon my vote
upon the general question involved in the immigration biil
before, us, In other words, however we may seek to avoid
the issue and however we may persuade ourselves that a false
sort of diplomacy will enable us to state the issue in a way
that will not disclose the true meaning of our act, I think that
we must come to the conclusion that there sare races of people
that are not assimilable. They may be classed as wholly non-
assimilable. There is no need to raise the guestion whether
they can assimilate with us or we with them, or whether it is
worth while to discuss the relative ipferiority or superiority
or equality of the two races. I do not desire to enter into a
discussion of that question at all; but since there are races
that are wholly unassimilable, it is. my conviction that there
are also peoples that are less assimilable than other peoples;
and so, Mr, President, I should like to have a philosophy upon
which I can base my position on the very important gquestion
of immigration, and I should like that philosophy to have some
Jjustification, at least in my own mind and consclence.

The question of immigration is the most important domestic
gquestion, certainly, before the Nation. Upon the determination
of that question rests the future of America in a very vital
way. The future ideals of America are involved in the proper
solution of that question. Our industry and our agriculture
can not hope to escape. the effect of the immigration measure
finally adopted by the Congress. Indeed, the question is one
that underlies and overshadows all other questions.

I do not agree that the unrestricted immigration to which
we were once accustomed presented but one evil, and therefore
that immigration legislation must take into consideration the
correction of one evil only. I heard the distingnished Senator
from Alabama [Mr. Unperwoop] to-day in the Senate declare
that our immigration legislation was primarily based upon a
consideration of American labor and the standards of "Amerl-
ean labor. That his statement is true, certainly in part, no
man would deny; but I do not think that the policy of unre-
stricted immigration presents a single evil. It undoubtedly
is true that under the policy of unrestricted immigration the
total number of immigrants coming into the country reached
the enormous total of 1,200,000 in one year. This mass, of
course, made itself felt upon the body of American laborers,
made itself felt upon the standards of American life, made
itself felt upon the Amerlcan home—unquestionably so. About
1880, however, and certainly as late as 1800, the character of
the immigrant himself had changed, and instead of the natural
infiltration of the imumigrants coming to this country seeking
a new and a better home, we had the unfortunate and disagree-
able experience of epening our doors or of continuing to hold
them open to vast numbers of immigrants whe were coming
not into a virgin and a growing and a young nation but into
a nation already settled, which had already reached the stage
of comparative manhood.

So, Mr. President, there were two evils, One was presented
in the sheer number of immigrants coming, #nd the other in
the character and in the class of the immigrants coming:
Abouf 1880, and certainly as late as 1890, as 'I have just said,
the immigrant coming to this country established his own
quarter; he established his own section; he established his
own Institutious; he established his own printing presses. In
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fact, he solidified himself, and out of his solidity grew a form,
consciously or unconsciously, of aggression; and this was pre-
cisely the cause of the restless and unhappy mood and atti-
tude of the old or native stock.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, would it interrupt the Senator
if T should ask him a guestion?

Mr. GEORGE. Not at all.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senatnr from
Georgia yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. GEORGH. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. KING. I have just come into the Chamber, and I heard
the last sentence of the Senator, namely, that following a cer-
tain year a large number of immigrants came into the United
States, they established their own quarters, they solidified
themselves, and assumed rather an aggressive mood.

Mr, GEORGE. No; I did not say that.

Mr. KING. The idea of aggression at any rate was implied
as I interpreted the Senator’s remarks.

Mr. GEORGE. Ezxactly; but may I state it to the Senator?

Mr. KING. Yes.

Mr, GEORGE. In the solidification of the new immigration
there was necessarily born, consciously or unconsciously, this
spirit of aggressiveness under which the native stock—and
that was the point I was emphasizing—manifested more or
less restiveness and unhappiness,

Mr., KING. Then the Senator was alluding to the native
stock having a spirit of aggressiveness, of resentment, rather
than the immigrant?

Mr. GEORGE. Hxactly so, and alluding to the cause of it,
in my candid judgment.

Mr. KING. Does not the Senator think—perhaps it is not
germane to what the Senator is discussing—that the fact that
the immigrant established himself in a quarter, rather isolated
himself from the mass of the American people, resulted largely
because of the exclusive manifestations of the native popula-
tion? We did not welcome them in the way that perhaps
they thought we should welcome them, and perhaps in the
way that we should have welcomed them if we sought thelr
prompt assimilation. We crowded them into the more forbid-
ding parts of congested distriets of the United States; we
gave them the lowest class of work—that which paid the
least—and we made them feel that they were inferior to us.
We assumed—that is the view of some, and I am inclined to
think there is very much truth in it—a superiority over them;
and the tendeney of our manifestations was to make them
herd together, to become gregarious, because they felt that we
were drawing a line of cleavage between the American citi-
zen, the native born, and the immigrant. Does not the Sen-
ator think that muech of the situation is due to the failure of
the people of the United States to adopt a proper.attitude to-
ward the immigrant, to provide means of Americanization, and
to provide legitimate and proper means more quickly to as-
similate the immigrant into the social organisin?

Mr. GEORGHE. 1 am perfectly willing to admit that in large
measure what the Senator says may be true, and for the pur-
poses of my statement here it might be admitted that it is
wholly true. I do not admit that it is wholly true, but there
undoubtedly is a great deal of force in what the Senator has
had to say. The important point, however, Mr. President, is
that, whether the fault be upon our side or upon the side of the
immigrant, the fact—and the fact only that I desire to em-
phasize—is that precisely the condition I was attempting to
describe exists.

Mr. President, neither in my disenssion nor in my thought of
the question do I compare one race with another, much less one
nation with another. I know that America always should
strive as far as possible, consistently with its own best interest,
first, to give no offense to any other nation. I know that it has
been our policy from the first to have a decent regard for the
opinions of mankind, and I am not considering, and in my
thought of the immigration question I never have consldered
the question of the inferiority or the superiority of my own race
or of any race. We can not shut our eyes to one fact, how-
ever, and that is that after 1890 the immigrants coming into the
United States did establish their quarters, did live in their own
districts, did establish their own institutions, did establish their
newspaper presses, and in large measure set up conditions that
tended to preserve the alienage which they brought into the
country.

It may be that we were very largely resporsible for that. It
may be that we are in very great measure responsible for that
condition ; but we can not remedy the character of our own
people wholly, any more than we can control and remedy and
reform the character of those people who come to us from
other countries. So, Mr. President, just as this Nation 40 years

ago declared exclusion against Chinese immigration and Mon-
golian immigration, and just as to-day we have placed total
exclusion against Japanese immigration, and upon the final
ground that those races are nonassimilable, it seems to'me that
we must take into consideration the character of other peoples
who come to us with reference to the very question of the ease
or the difficulty with which we can assimilate them.

That, Mr. President, is the basis upon which I shall vote on
this question of immigration. That is the basic reason upon
which I shall act, as nearly as T can make my vote represent my
conyictions, my vote on this question.

Mr. President, when we think of the Chinese and the Jap-
anese—and I refer to them not because I wish to arouse for one
moment any sort of antagonistic sentiment or spirit upon the
part of the Chinese or Japanese—we must think of them as in-
dustrious peoples. We must remember that the labor of these
peoples builded the great Pacific railways. We must remember
that they developed a great system of agriculture in the West.
We must think of them as law-abiding, as men of reasonably
correct habits, We must think of them, Mr. President, as chil-
dren of a very ancient civilization. They possess a culture that
was old while yet all’ of Europe was peopled by naked savages.
They possess a culture and are the children of a culture that
was old when the civilization and culture of Greece and of
Rome were young. When Senators speak about the glorious
examples that every race and every nation can present to us,
and when they remind us that in the trenches with our own
gons in the World War were the sons of the immigrant citizen
of America, we may well ask, if we view the guestion courage-
ously and fairly and candidly, What has that to do with the
question? What has it to do with the question at all?

No man is more ready to admit, and no man more cheerfully
admits, that from every race, indeed, from every land, have
come illustrious citizens who by their achievements have made
our Nation great in peace and in war., But what has that to
do with the question?

Mr. President, we have in America a peculiar government, a
gelf-government that is peculiar to the people of America. That
Government has many very great excellencies, but it has no ex-
cellency that makes it fit and proper for every race of men that
live upon the globe, nor can you fit every race of men, whatever
may be their excellencies, to our form of government. -

Washington was a fairly good American. He had a fairly
good view of the character of our people at the date and on the
occasion when he delivered his Farewell Address to the people -
of the United States, and he fellcitated the people of the United
States in this language:

\With slight shades of difference, you have the same religlon, manners,
habits, and political principles.

Washington regarded these things as fundamental, certainly
as significant, He was emphasizing these things. He knew,
as well as we know, that he had in his own army atheist and
Protestant and Catholic, but in his calm judgment there was
no such vital difference of religious principle as prevented the
men in the Revolutionary Army acknowledging loyalty to the
same essential political prineiples, There were Jews in his
army and Gentiles in his army, but Washington did not re-
gard those differences as making it impossible, or even difficult,
for the men who made up the Nation at the time of the Revo-
lution, and at the time that he wag President of this Nation,
to hold to the same general principles of self-government. But
he undoubtedly recognized that in the slight shades of differ-
ence, so far as religion and manners and habits and matters
of principle were concerned, lay the security, or a part of the
strength and stability of our form of government, and that
fact I think he meant to emphasize.

The attitude of Mr. Jefferson and the party of Mr. Jefferson
has been referred to here to-day. No longer ago than yes-
terday there was quoted in this Recorp the language of Mr.
Jefferson, and I read that language again:

While we are providing for the fortification of our country against
a foreign foe, I am in favor of fortifying it against the influx of
undesirable immigration.

He used the word * undesirable.” That language was used,
Mr. President, when this country was a very young Nation,
when all the great West was yet undeveloped, when we needed
people, Even in that early time the founder of the Democratie
Party, Mr. Jefferson, was expressing himself about thig impor-
tant gquestion, and he had the courage to express himself can-
didly and frankly on it. I think the big part of the whole immi-
gration question is to be found in the candor and in the frank-
inees with which we shall meet and face and solve our prob-
ems,
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When the Chinese exclusion laws of 40 years ago weére passed
there were liberal Americans who 'said, “ You affront a great
people. You make for yourself trouble. You raise perplexing
quesiiong.” Mr., President, I eongratulate myself at least that
the statesmen of 40 years ago had the courage to face the ques-
tion  fairly, and to-day I ido not believe China regards more
Lighly any nation on the face of ihis globe than she regards the
United States of America.

Maore is to be gained by a ¢lear and deﬂnlte statement of
those policies that are indispensable to national existence than
by uny sort of diplomatic language designed to cover up the
essentinl principle that must control our actions. I do not see
the necessity of 'it, Mr. President; 1 can not appreciate the
necessity of it. It is not.a question of superiority or inferiority.
It is the question of the assertion of a purely national right, and
there is but ene question about it, What is the wise policy?
Iow ought it to be settled?

I you go back to your ner!m\apers of 40 years ago, you will
read the language of the liberal ond tolerant American giving
‘vent to his fears because of the policy then about to be ndopted
with reference-to China. ' Yet we know perfectly well hotw China
has received und how she has accepted what we regarded as'a
necessary policy on ounr part.  Precisely the same thing will
oceur in the case of Japam, I.think, because she is a great
-nation, betanuse we make no:question of superiority or inferiority,
but because we insist upon a 'right that is purely national,
purely domestie, and because we have the courage ind the
candor and ‘t.l:.e frankness to say that we five dousg it upon the
gmund that—-

Hast 1s east nnd west 1s west,
And ‘never the ‘twain ehall meet.

There 1s o good deal more history in that than poetry. There
is no occasion for excitement about It, hut there Is less ocea-
glon for apalogy about if, I believe, and I helleve it has heen
‘true, 80 far ‘as our acfions in the past witl reference fo the
Chinese and the yellow races in general are concernel, that
Jupan will recognize the full wisdom of our course; but T know
_that there can never be a guestion concerning auything but the
,Wisdom of our course,

Therefore, Mr. President, T took uccaslnn ‘to say, and T tike
‘occasion to repeat, that I coult not vote on the proposition to
exclude the Japanese from this ¢otmtry upon the grountl that
‘in o message or letter of the Japanese anibgssidor I had found
a 'veiled or imiplied threat.

T know that that ralses a question hetween two people, and

on that question both are entitled to be heard, but I vote on
the broad ground that we are seftling a (lomestic question, a
witally. necessary and indispensuble «question, and betause we
shall fairly and candidly settle it upon the basis that two races
are not ass[miluble, that we are dealing wlth a guestion which
‘only this Nation has the right to decide,
. 8o I think‘that in determiliing the broader guestion involvedl
in this immigration metisure before us we must of neceéssity
keep in mind the ease or difliculty with which Separate races
and the nationals of other nations can be asslhiilated, ¢an be
absorbed, without injury to'them or to us, if we wunt to consiﬂm
their 1ntamtn, but ecertninly without injury to us.

1 recognize perfectly well, so far as 1 ati concérned, that
‘some races are more easily aas‘lmtlnble, ‘some races and some
peoples are more easily absorbabile into our hody politic, and
without injury to us. TIf 1 did not recoghize that I would not
Yvote for any measure that seemed 'to me to distriminate iguinst
any natlon. T do mot like the word “diseriminate,” bhecause
4t hag no proper place in ‘my discussion of fhe immigration
question. I know that the question 8 a 'big ‘one, and it is so
big that any Senator has perfect justiication for shades of
view upon the bill and the Important gnestion presented in the
‘bill before ‘the Senate. But, so far as T am concerned, it does
geem to me that, inasmm.h ns I ecan recoghizé that certain

Taces are nonassimilable, T have no difficulty 'in realizing 'thit
the nationals from ceﬂ:nin mations or certain peoples are less
easily assimilable than those from others. -

I believe in the principle contmined in the amendment
offered by the jJunior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. -Hernj.
I believe very thoroughly in that principle. I do not believe in
‘that principle because I think that by the addption of it I shall
£lve no offense to any other nation. If I mean and intend to
offense, I do not fear the giviug of offense, and I have tiled
to make it porfectly plain that in my thin]'ing on the question
of immigration I do not take into consideration so fhiuch the
question of inferiority or of superiority, or even of equality
of races or of nations.

e prineiple involved, 'in the amendment offered hy the
Jutiior ‘genntor from Penngylvania,

45 T understand 1t, is this,

that after a dnte fixed, Congress shall fix the ‘total of immi-
gration to be a-dmm:ed in any one year, and ghall apportion
that total to the various ‘nations in exact nceordance with
their proportionate representation in the whole population
of ‘the United States at the present time, with certain excep-
tions, of course, of those whom the Senator himself has
pointed out.

I believe that amendment I8 a good amendment and is a
wise amendment, becduse I believe that the amendment will
in actual application permit to come into the United States
a-ldrger number of easily assimilable ‘people and.a smaller
number;, relatively a very small 'number‘ of those people moie
difficult of absorption or assimilation.

Therefore, I believe that the principle stated in the amend-
ment is sound. It ean not give any offense even to the nations
who have a feeling upon the question ‘of emigration. There is
but one possible objection to it and that obfection is this: As
yet the basis to be used in the Senator’s amendment has not
been fixed; at least it is mot officinlly ‘declared. I think it is’
highly (lesirnble that we should finally fix ‘our immigration
policy ; 'in' other words, 1 ‘ean/ not think we 'sliodld longer
enact a'law whichdn {ts very nature expires by its own terms
or is'understood at the time of Its adoption to have only tem-
porary: appllcation.

Since the basis on which the guota 1§ to be -appled ‘is ‘now
not definitely fixed sind determined, or, at ‘least, officially deter-
mined, I .do not like the idea of passmg ‘an nnmigmtion law
and leaving it open for future action by the Congress—that Is,
in the terms iof the law itself -invitinig action by the Congress.
Of course, I recognize that the Congress can at any time in
the future, and wil from time to time in the future, I have no
doubt, deal with the great question of immigration. ' At the
same time, I believe it highly dedirable ‘at this time that we
tettle upon a fixed policy of immigration, and 'that e put it
in effect as speedily as possible.

Now, my colleague, the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr.

JHarnis], bas an amendment pending which will lexclude for a

fixed period all immigratien. I must say very candidly that I
‘do not see the necessity of that amendment. I will vote 'with

any collengue on it -because he sees the neeessity of it, but I
qiryself do inot recognize the necessity of total exclusion of all

immigration even for a stated or a given number of years.

Mr. HARRIS.  Mr. President——

Mr. GEORGH. I yield to my colleague.

Mr. HARRIS, It is very kind of my colleague to vote for
my amendment when he does not see the necessity of it, but he
does pot state my amendment as it is. We define an immi-
grant 'and make certain exceptions—for instance, a Govern-
ment official, his family and attemdants, aliens visiting the
United Stafes temporarily, tourists for business, study, or
pleasure, an alien in, continued transit through the United
Btates, childeen of foreigners, children of foreign-born Ameri-
can citizens—the children being under 18 years of age—and a
father and mother who are over 55 years of age. 8o far as I
am concerned, that lefs in more than I would like to have
come in., [ would really like to limit it more than that.

Mr. GEORGE: I recognize what my colleague says is, of
course, true, that his amendment does contain certain excep-
tions, but I was about to say that I do not see the necessity at
this time of the amendment. There might have been great
necessity for such an amendment immediately following the
‘World War. We antlcipated that there would probably be a
larger number of immigrants coming into the country than had
hitherto .come in during any given period. But my real objec-
tion, If I have a real objection to my colleague's amendment, is
this: It also leaves open the final determinafion, or the deter-
minatien of what we must hope to be a relatively final solu-
tion, of the whole question of immigration. I think it ought
to be settled.

T have often leard Seniitors give expression about the will
of the people and the speedy enactment into law of the will
of the people. 1f that is a valid consideration, if it is one that
must be given force and effect by an American Congress—and,
of course, it has its weight—I do not believe there can be much
doubt but that the people of the United States are as nearly
unanimous upon the question as they can be upon any great
question which offers so much justification for honest differ-
ence of opinion and view. 1 believe that they favor restric-
tion, and very rigld restriction, but I think they also favor
legislation in. its nature and character permanent, using the
word in its relative sense.

Therefore, I think, as highly desirable as my colleague’s
amendment may have been just after the concluslnn of the
TWorld War or as it may be now for certain purposes, that it
Still ].ea?es openi the big guestion of - Ammigration, leaves it for
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the future consideration of Congress, and it seems to me that
we ought to settle upon a definite pelicy. It seems to me that
we are able to settle upon a definite policy now.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, may 1 interrupt my colleague?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Georgia yield to his colleague?

Mr, GEORGE. I yield. -

Mr. HARRIS. T wonder if my colleagune does not agree
with me that if we prohibit immigration for five years we can
then be in a position to settle the question better than at this
time, because the war and the after-war conditions will be

gone,

Mr. GEORGE. Possibly so. I should hope so. -I am giving
to my colleague the benefit of every doubt upon the question. I
am going to vote with him on his amendment, but I am ex-
pressing my views upon the guestion. I am saying that his
amendment has merit and it has at least the merit, when
offered by him, to induce me to give it my support.

With that I pass merely to a final statement, and that i8 the
gtatement with reference to the quota. I have no difficulty
in supporting the substitute offered by the senior BSenator
from Mississippi [Mr. Harnison]. I believe it, perhaps, to be
the wise policy to adopt in the matter. I believe that we
should take the census of 1890, niot because the census of 1880
discriminates against any people or discriminates in favor of
any nation, but because, as I believe, the census of 1890 will
approximate most nearly to the basis of the computation fixed
in the amendment offered by the Senator from Pennsylvania
[Myr. ReED].

I do not take his amendment nor the census of 1890 upon any
reason other than this: Both the census of 1800 and the amend-
ment offered hy the Senator from Pennsylvania seem to me to
admit the largest number of assimilable, whelly assimilable,
easily assimilable; races into the United States, and to exclude
those races or the people from those natioms that are with most
difficulty absorbed into our life without injury to us.  In mak-
ing this final statement permit me to repeat that the whole
guestion is ene of such broadness and one of such great im-
portance as to admit of very great variety of opinion and of
marked and strong differences of wview about it. But it does
seem {0 me in the discussion of the question that we should
discuss it candidly and frankly, without regard to the question
of inferfority or superiority or equality of races that so often
finds its way into a discussion of the immigration question.

Mr, REED of Pennsylvania. Mr, President, I submit the
unanimousconsent agreement which I send to the desk.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. The Secretary will read the
proposed unanimous-consent agreement.

The reading clerk read as follows:

It is agreed by unanimows eonsent that after the hour of 2 o'clock
p. m., on the calendar day of April 17, 1924, debate shall be limfited
wpon the bill (8. 2576) to limit the immigration of aliens into the
United Stntes, and for other purposes, so that no Benator shall speak
more than once mor longer tham 10 mivotes upon the bill, or more
than e¢nee or longer than 10 minutes upon any amendment offered
thereto, 4

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pro-
posed agreement ?

Mr. KING. Mr, President, I have taken no time in the dis-
eussion of the bill and I bave no present intentiom of doing so.
It geems to me the Senate is making progress, and because the
Senate regards the bill as of very great importance I do not
;hirl:k the Senator should ask fer a cleture rule at this time.

object, | (

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Utah
obigcts,

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I then ask umanimouns consent
- that when the Senate shall conelude its business te-day it will
take a recess until noon to-morrow,.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.  Is there objection?

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, I do not Intend to object to
the Senator's request, but I desire te ask for the information
of the Senate whether he has given consideration fo {he matter
of holding night sessions upon the bill? It is a measure very
important and other bills are crowding for consideration. It
seemis to me the Senate might well devete some time in the
eveuning to the pending bill. Has the Sepator considered that
matter?

My, REED of Pennsylvania. I agree with the Senator from
Qhio, but I have been hoping that we may have a limitation
of debate. 1 had understecd when I offered the eonsent agree-
ment at this time that there would be no objection to it, but
apparently I had mot recomnoitered my ground sufficiently. If
we can not agree to limit debate, we shall have to hold a night
session either to-night or to-morrow.

.

Mr. WILLIS. I hope the Senator will persist in that pur-

pose,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the
request of the Senator from Pennsylvania?

Mr. CURTIS. I do not object, but I suggest to the Senator
that he give notice if the bill is not concluded to-morrow we
shall have a session fo-morrow mnight. That will give every-
one notice and perliaps hurry the measure along.

Mr. REED of Pennsyivania. I have been hoping that we
would run rather late this afternoon and continue the considera-
tion of the hill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the
request of the Senator from Pennsylvania that when the Senate
shall have concluded its business to-day it take a recess umntil
12 o'cloek to-morrew? The Chair hears no objection, and it is
80 ordered.

Mr, REED of Missonri obtained the floor.

Mr, KING. Mr. President, may I assure the Senator from
Penrsylvania that from all I ean learn there will be no diffi-
eulty in having the pending bill disposed of by day after to-
morrow. That is the reason why I objected to cloture.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. Presgident, the senior Sen-
ator from Georgia [Mr, Hareis] suggested cloture 10 days ago.
I then said that I thought the bill too important to ask it. I
myself suggested cloture on Monday. I was then told that foar
Senators had indicated their desire to speak, and that until they
had finished I had best withhold the request. I was told a
little while ago that all objection had been withdrawn. That
is the reasom I submitted the request, but I very much hope
that the Senate will see fit to limif debate within the next
day or two,

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr, President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis-
souri yield to the Senator from North Carclina?

Mr. REED of Missouri. I yield.

Mr. SIMMONS. I think probably the Senator from Penn-
sylvania was informed subsequentily to the conversation that I
had with him by some Senator that T had withdrawn my objec-
tion to a limitation of debate at this time. After some oppor-
tunity shall have been afforded to discuss amendments which
may have been offered from the floor and that are not in order
now I shall be perfectly willing to limit debate; but it would
be a very unusual proceeding in the Senate to limit debate be-
fore the committee amendments have been disposed of and
before amendments offered upon the floor are in order.

If the Senator from Pennsylvania will be patient, and will
give us merely a reasonable time to discuss amendments which
may be offered upon the floor—and on to-morrow, I think, we
shall get to that order—so far as I am concerned, I shall be
perfectly willing to agree to a time to vote.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, I understood
that that was the feeling of the Senator from North Carolina,
and it was not until I had received the information that he
felt an agreement would be in order now that I ventured to make
the suggestion which I have made.

Mr. SIMMONS. That was an entire mistake, Mr, President.
As I said to the Senator from Pennsylvania this morning, I
will not consent to a limitation upon debate until some oppor-
tunity shall have been given to diseuss amendments which are
offered to the bill from the floor. i

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, will thé Senator from Missouri
yield to wme for just a mement in order that I may make a per-
sonal explanation?

Mr. REED of Missonrl. I yield.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, as the Benator from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr. Reeo] has stated, I have been trying to get action
on the immigration bill for some time. I misunderstood the
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Simmoxs] in diseussing the
guestion with him. I have been waiting here to hear the Sena-
tor's speech for two or three days, and he has been anxious to
get the floor, He told me, as I stated this morning, that he
would wait until the amendments came up In the regular order
on the bill ; and I understood that he had withdrawn his objee-
tion tv considering amendments under the 10-minute rule; and T
so0 stated to the Semator from Pennsylvania.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr, President, will the Senator
from Missouri yield to me? :

Mr. REED of Missouri. I yield,

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I should like to give notice now
that if the immigration bill shall net have heen disposed of by
to-morrow afternoon, I shall ask the Senate to remain in ses-
sion to-morrow night in order to continue its eonsideration.

Mr, REFD of Missouri. Mr. President, at this late hour in
the discussion of the bill, with full knowilerdge that probably
every Senator has made up his mind on the subject, and with
but few Members of the Senate in the Chamber, I do not
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presume to think that I shall change a single vote, or that my
remarks will have any other present effect than to register my
own views regarding this character of legislation. I shall try
to do that briefly.

There has been introduced into the bill a principle in which
I firmly believe and which I advocated on the floor some years
ago, and that is the principle that immigrants shall be ex-
amined, their character ascertained, and their fitness for resi-
dence or citizenship in the United States determined by some
board representing this country. I recognize the fact, as we all
have recognized the truth, that there are in every country
undesirables who are no credit to their native land and who
would be of no advantage to this country. By the establish-
ment of such a tribunal every undesirable could be excluded,
except a very small percentage who might suecceed in deceiving
some American tribunal appointed to pass upon their fitness
for citizenship. So that, with that provision in the bill and
assuming that it will be fairly enforced, we will be protected
against an influx of people who are, to use the oft-repeated
expression, nonassimilable ; and, with that principle in the bill,
all that is left is to restrict the number of people coming to the
United States who will make good citizens after arrival
Agsuming that the amendment proposed by the Senator from
Pennsylvania to which I have just referred shall become a
part of the measure, the bill ought to be entitled *a proposal
to bar from the United States all human beings who will make
good citizens of the United States if they exceed the number
of 160,000.” The proposition stated in that way is an absurdity,
because we are denying to ourselves the addition®of a popula-
tion that will amalgamate with our so-called native population
and will make good and valuable citizens of the country.

Every argument as to the undesirability of races is re-
moved; every argument as to the undesirability of certain
citizens of different nations is removed the moment we es-
tablish tribunals judicially to examine and pass upon the
gualifications of the indlvidual, So that we are brought here
face to face with the naked proposition of excluding people
who will make good citizens and who our own tribunals have
declared will make good citizens. I repeat, that is the last
word in know-nothingism, and I use the term * know-nothing-
ism ™. in the political sense in which it was employed when
know-nothingisin raised its ugly, viecious, and ignorant head
in the United States, with the result that one political party
went out of business.

There can be but one justification for a restriction upon im-
migration, and that is that the individual coming here is not
fit to live herc after he gets lhiere. But when we have set up
our own tribunals and have judicially examined into the
character of the applicant and have determined that he is fit
to live here after he gets here, and then exclude him, we are
doing a very absurd if not a very wicked thing,

Mr. President, every human being who is capable of sup-
porting himself and who is capable of making and who will
make a good citizen of the United States is an addition to the
moral, the intellectual, the physical, and the financial assets
of the United States. The fact that a man happened to be
born on the other side of the red line of the map does not
make his presence here any less valuable than that of a man
who happened to be born on this side of the line if the two
men are equal in character and equal in their love for this
country. It is as absurd to exclude from this country a good
man who will make a good ecitizen as it would be to expel
a good man who is algo equally a good citizen.

1 do not expect to stop this craze; I do not expect to arrest
this movement; but I say that it is one of the narrowest and
most contemptible movements that ever cursed the American
people. IIere are two of God's children. One of them hap-
pened to be born under the flag of some European monarch,
but we take him and judicially examine him.

We find that he wants to leave that monarch's rule because
he loves liberty., We find that he is intelligent. We find that
he js attached to American institutions. We find that he wants
to move into a land where he and his children may enjoy the
blessings of liberty, and we say to that human being, “ You shall
not enter here. It is true when you come you are well inten-
tioned toward our Governiment; it is true yon will support your-
gelf ; it is true you will add to the wealth of this country; it is
true you are of such a charvacter that you and your children
can be amalgamated into and assimilated with the present popu-
lation of the United States; and yet, because you happen to
have been born under another flag than ours, you shall not
enter these holy precincts of the United States. When you
come as an adult, you are worth actually in the market, us an
asset to the counfry, a large amount of money.”

To refuse admission to this country of men who have been
determined to be of the character I have referred to is as ab-
surd as it would be for the president of a bank to refuse gold
at his counter, and it is as narrow as the proseriptive spirit
that has run through the ages and has cursed the world.

More than that, the absurdity is increased by the fact that
many men who are supporting this bill have recently been talk-
ing about democratizing the world, of carrying the benefits of
our civilization elsewhere for the benefit of the world, of unit-
ing with the other nations of the world to set up a sort of world
tribunal or world government, and doing this for the benefit of
other nations and other races whom they in turn say can not
be democratized enough to become American citizens when they
come here swearing by the Almighty God in whom they believe
that their purpose is to become good American citizens, and
when we judicially determine that they are capable of that
achievement and that that is the purpose of their hearts and
the intention of their souls.

The distinguished Senator from Georgla [Mr. Grorge], to
whom I have listened with profound respect the few times that
he has favored us with his views, and for whose mastery of
logie and honesty of purpose I have the highest regard, said in
the closing part of his speech that thls was not a question of
z-m:r:eSl sluperlority at all, but that that guestion could be disre-
garded.

Mr. President, it can not be disregarded. It is the very
essence of this whole question; but I claim that it will be
eliminated from the question if we adopt that provision of the
bill which proposes to set up tribunals to determine the fitness
of the prospective citizen, for, under that, if an individual is
of such race or such blood or such character that he can not be
assimilated into the white population of the United States and
become n part of the great spirit of America, then he could be
and would be properly rejected by any such tribunal.

Mr. President, I have said that this spirit of proseription
and narrowness has come down through the ages. There has
not been a race of men who have ever established themgelves
upon this earth but have assumegd that they were God’s chosen
children. They have set up barriers against the stranger. In
the savage days they imprisoned him or slaughtered him if he
entered within their domains; and just in proportion as they
adhered to fthat narrow policy they have circumscribed their
own well-being and limited their own development; and just in
proportion as nations have recognized the fact that they are
only one of the great family of nations, just in proportion as
they have gencrously opened their doors to the peoples of other
countries, have nations grown into magnitude and power.

Mr, CARAWAY. Mr, President, will the Senator yleld to me?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Missouri yield to the Senator from Arkansas?

Mr. REED of Missourl, I do.

Mr. CARAWAY, I was rather impressed until the Senator
made thig speech that he was against the league; that he thought
we ought to live exclusively by ourselves.

Mr. REED of Missouri. The Senator has been properly im-
pressed. The difference, perhaps, between the Senator’s view
and mine is this: He thinks we ought fo go over Into another
man's country and interfere over there, but that we should stop
that man from coming here when he wants to come voluntarily
and join us. We just differ on that.

Mr. CARAWAY. May I ask the Senator another gquestion?
Then 1 presume the difference is this: If the Senator sees o
row in the street, he wants to bring it into his own home and
have it in his parlor instead of having it out there?

Mr. REED of Missouri. Oh, no; but if I thought enough of
a man to go out and interfere in his row in the street and
hunt a chance to get into it and try to set myself up to boss
him over there I would think that probably he was a good
enough fellow, if he came here and asked the privilege of living
in Awmerica, to let him come.

Mr. CARAWAY. May I interrupt the Senator again?

Mr, REED of Missouri, Yes; certainly.

Mr. CARAWAY. If I thought a man was such a bad man
that I was not willing to do anything for him in BEurope, I would
not want to incorporate him in with my own people.

Mr. REED of Missouri. That may be the Senator's view.
1 do not think they are too bad to do anything for them. I
never have taken that view. What I have said iz that they
are not good enough to set up a government in which we will
be a minority, and by their votes, as citizens of other countries,
to control us.

Mr. CARAWAY. May I ask the Senator another question?

Mr. REED of Missouri. Oh, certainly.

Mr. CARAWAY. Has the Senator no confidence in them
as long as they live beyond the seas, but is he perfectly willing
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to ineorporate them witly our own people and let. them control
us- here at home?

Mr. REED of Missouri, The Senator, as usual, discusses a
question that is as ferelgn to the question ¥ am discussing
as the fall of Sodom and Gomorrah.

Mr. CARAWAY. At least—

Mr. REED of Missouri. Now, wait a minute, until I
answer the Senator. I have said that where there are govern-
ments in Kuorope, monarchies and republics, loyal unto them-
selves and their people loyal unto themselves, I was unwilling
to enter into a super world government in which we would be
a minority party, and those people, who may be our ememies,
and who may have many interests opposed to us, would con-
trol the policy of America by their votes. That is a very differ-
ent proposition than denying admission to this country to an
individual of any other nation who comes here and says:
« 1 want to join your country. I want te swear allegiance to
your flag. I am willing te live by your rules and die by your
rules.” If the Senator can not see that distinetion, it is be-
canse he has put aside his usually very acute intellect for the
purpose of merely trying to nag me, whieh is his long snit in
life, and if he ever lost that he would die

Now, I proceed.

Mr. CARAWAY. May I suggest to the Senator that I put
in pretty nearly half my time defending the Senator instead
of nagging him?

.Mr. REED of Missourl. Why, certainly; and when the
Senator is doing that, that is what gives him his good standing
in this body. Otherwise, the Senator malkes mistakes.

Now, let me proceed. I say that in one breath people are
preaching here world love and the universal brotherhood of
man; that there should be a super world government; that we
should jein in it; that we should go out democ the
world; and then the same gentlemen refuse to permit a lover
of libetty, a lover of democracy, to eome here and swear alle-
giance to our flag. It, however, is a minor ineident in what I
am saying, and I refer to it only to impress the absurdity of
this whole movement. .

1 was saying, Mr. President, when I was interrupted, that
you can take the history of the mations of this world, and the
only nations that have made great progress are the nations
that have been reasonably liberal in the matter of admitting
the peoples of other countries within their own domain, The
nation which built a Chinese wall about itself limited its
opportunities, circumseribed its career, and arrested its march
of progress. Those nations that are composed of the mixed
bloods of many peoples are the nations that have controlled
this world from the very first.

Rome was composed of many peoples and of many bloods.

France is compesed of many stocks., She first took her great
nlace In the world after the Franks had swept down from the
forests of Germany and established themselves as a part of the
people of ancient Gaul

Great Britain, which boasts of her lineage, must admit her
admixture with the Romans, with the Norsemen, with the
Angles and the S8axons who came in from Germany and grafied
themselves upon the original stock of the British Isles.

Germany herself is composed of many different tribes and
many different peoples.

Austria in like manner was composed of many peoples.

It is in the admixture, the flax of humanity passing back
and forth, that nations get their virility and their life and
their eunergy, and the thing that bas given to the Ameriean
citizen his peculiar dominance in the world—for with all hi%
‘shortecomings, I regard him as the most dominant character
in the world—is the fact that he is the product of the ad-
mixture of many races,

So this policy of execlusion, which began originally by killing
every man who was a stranger in the land, then gradually
broadened itself until they were admitted in some countries
with generosity—this policy of exclusion has been a part of
our national history. This movement that we have im the
Senate to-day is as old as America It seems to me that the
first individual who set his foot on the soil of America turned
around and looked acress the sea and said to all his own
hrethren he had left behind, “ None of you at all ean come
over here. I am the native-born American citizen.” That is
rather an extreme statement, but it illustrates a general situa-
tion.

Some came over here, then some Englishmen
were sent over Lere; then some Irishmen eame over here, and
the English told the Irish they were not fit to settle here.
Then some Germans came over and seme Dutch came over, and
away back, immediately succeeding the Revolution, we had this
same struggle.

There has been talk here fo-day about these foréigners com-
ing here and setfling in communities, They have dene it from
the first. There is no change in that. Go over to Pennsylvania.
It appears from a document which was brought to me, and
which I put in the Recorp in the speech I made on this matter
before, that so great a man as Benjamin Franklin, away back
in his day, warned the people that this eoumtry was going to
be tuwrned into & European provinee, for over in Pennsylvania
they metually transacted the business in the German language,
and they actually used it in their courts. The Germans were
there in sueh dominant numbers that he came to believe that a

rineipality was to be established on our soil, and
when I remember that Benjamin Franklin made that mistake,
with all his wisdom, I do not wonder that the statesmen of this
day naturally will fall into error.

Yet what happened in Pennsylvania? What oecurred with
reference to this population that herded together so that they
used their own native language instead of using the American
lnnguage? Is there any better State than Pennsylvania? Are
there any better than the Pennsylvanians? Are they
a discredit to our Nation? Are they an asset to us in peace?
Are they a source of strength fo us in time of war? Have they
added to the sum total of the moral standing and intellectual
power of the people of the United States? Yet these people
herded at that time,

When the Irish first came here they eame very largely, the
great influx after the famine days. were poor, they

were ed, they eame in the steerage of ships. They were
denounced. The highbrows met in indignation in all parts of
the country.

The gentleman with proscriptive soul was there. He de-
clared the Irish would ruin this country, because, he sald, they
were ignorant; and they were ignorant, largely ignorant be-
cause a tyrannieal government has closed their schools and
persecuted their schoolmasters and had closed the door of
learning in their face. They were poor. Peoverty and want
had put its white finger upon them and reduced them to a con-
dition of absolute starvation. They came here and herded to-
gether. They slept in shanties. Some of them lived in the
most impoverished and desperate condition for many years.
Yet who is it to-day who dares in America denoumee & man
of Irish Hneage? They are numbered among our oraters, our
poets, our statesmen, The sons of those iImmigrants have taken
their place proudly with the rest of the people.

Then the German came, and the German was abused. He
herded. There are German colonies all over the United States,
in which gradually the lamguage disappears, gradually the
racial eharacteristics become less and less, They melt into the
great community. But they have herded, just as we hear the
cry of herding now. Yet I venture to say, in the face of that
gpirit which still exists succeeding the war, when every effort
was made to fan the hatred of this eountry for that race be-
cause we were at war with their country, that the German
citizen has contributed his full' share to the greatmess of
Alneriea.

I see wpon this map the great number of people coming from
Austria is pietured as a warning. I remember very well when
they came from Austria—from & Province of Austria, from
Bohemia. They came here in the sfeerage. They rode West
in immigrant trains. They eame off the cars with the odor of
the filthy passage they had been compelled to endure. Few of
them had any money. They settled In colonies. ¥ saw them as
they walked with their wooden shoes on the depot platform, the
old women earrying feather beds opon their backs, and cooking
utensils, the men wearing leather waistcoats that had been
handed down, it appeared to me, from past generations. They
went out in the country and settled and Tived in sod houses.
They were regarded as a scourge. All of the alarmists were
there; all of these native-borm American citizens were there to
denounce the poor Bohemian. Yet I lived to see the sons and
daughters of those people enter the public schools, and I
entered with them. I found that about as hard a competitor as
I had te meet in my classes was & Bohemian boy or girl. The
men grew into stalwart Americans, and the girls were as beau-
tiful as any of the so-called American aristocrats whose
'I;gmnddaddy” happened to have come here, instead of the

ther.

I have witnessed the proscriptive movements. I have seen
the man who says, “I am better than thou art,” the fellow
whe thinks that the country would suffer if anybody was in
any manner different from him. Yet 99 times out of 100 the
man of that sort is the man whe lacks the breadth of judgment
and the charity to . the faet that the peoples of all
countries and of all lemds have their good and their bad; that
they have thelr geniuses and have their sloths; that they hava
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their patriots and have their traitors. But in the great mass
of the white race of Europe you find splendid men and splen-
did women who, given a decent opportunity of life, will make
good American citizens—ihe great mass of them.

In our Fourth of July days we used to think that courage was
the peenliar heritage of the American people; but the late war
demonstrated to us and demonstrated to the world that the
peoples of Europe can stand and fight and die as valiantly, I
will say—almost as valiantly, at least—as can our own sons.

We used to think that we knew all there was in civilization.
Yet their schools of art and their wonderful achievements in
musie answer back to us that we have much to learn from the
0Old World.

We used to think that we were the great inventive race of
thie world. Yet when we came into contact with the arts of
invention that were employed in the late war by European
nations, we learned that there were other brains that could
think, and that there were other hands that were cunning.
When we survey the field of scientific achievement, we must sit
at the feet of the savants of Europe quite as often as they sit
at our feet, ?

When we look at the march of progress that has gone on in
this world, we are bound, if our yision be not clouded, to have
regard for the fact that while we have been cultivating educa-
tion here in point of literacy we are far below every European
state. Sweden leads the list in literacy, closely followed by
Germany, and in several European countries we find that there
is a lower degree of ignorance than there is in the United States
among our own native-born population.

Moreover, when we examine the figures—and I put them all
in the Recorp when this debate was on before—we find the
startling fact that the citizens of foreign countries send a
greater percentage of their children to school than do the native
born American citizens.

The senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Harris] has offered
an amendment to exclude all immigrants for five years. I do
not want to speak disrespectfully of Georgia, and I do nat; it
is n great State, with a great history; but in point of literacy,
the white population of Georgia is far below the white popula-
tion of Norway, or of Sweden, or of Denmark, or of Germany, or
of Holland, or of Switzerland.

Mr. GEORGE. May I ask the Senator a question?

Mr. REED of Missouri. Certainly.

Mr GEORGE. Of course, I know the Senator means no
disrespect to my State. He said he did not. .

Mr., REED of Missouri. I think it is a wonderful State.

Mr. GEORGE. What I want to ask the Senator is this, is
not the presence there of a different race, in very large num-
bers—

Mr. REED of Missourl.
tion,

Mr. GEORGE. I know; but has not the other race some-
thing to do with that condition?

Mr. REED of Missouri, With dragging down the white?

Mr. GEORGH. Is there not some relation hetween the two?

Mr. REED of Missouri. I do not know. The Senator would
have to answer that for himself. I say this, I think when we
consider conditions in the Southern States—and in that I will
inclnde my own State, for we are semisouthern, at least—I
think we will agree that that part of the country suffered so
from the Civil War that in the recovery from the economic
conditions those States were retarded in the matter of educa-
tion ; but there i8 the condition, without criticism. I am sim-
ply saying that it is proposed to exclude the people of other
lands, to exclude a man because of his race. We should ex-
¢lude him because of his character, but not because of his
race. If his character is bad, let those tribunals find it out
and close the door in his face, but if his character is good let
the door swing open. When I say his character is good, I
mean when hig character for citizenship is good.

When did we get this way? I picked up a paper this morn-
ing and read the statement that a Russian woman had solved
the riddle of the ages which from the days of Hippocrates
down to this hour has puzzled all of the students of disease
and medicine. She had discovered a remedy for leprosy. I
do not know, but she is quite as likely to discover it as though
she Liad not happened to have been born in Russia.

We talk about the wonders of radium. A French woman
solved that problem. So I might, if I wanted to, stand here
until to-morrow morning reciting the achievements of ofher
races, You propose to say to people of that kind, * keep out,”
and you propose to say it based upon a fallacy which I pro-
pose to expose in a moment. Let me dwell on this a moment.
There sits upon the Supreme Court bdnch of these United

1 am speaking of the white popula-

States a man who would be excluded by the amendment pro-
posed by the junior Senator from Georgia——
* Mr. GEORGE. I do not think the Senator means to bring
me in, because I did not offer the amendment.

Mr. REED of Missouri. I meant the senior Senator from
Georgia. I misstated myself, but I understood the Senator
to approve it, and I was sorry to hear him say it, for there is
nothing unkindly in my remarks, as the Senator knows.

There sits upon the Supreme Court bench of the United
States a man who once honored this Chamber by his genius and
his intelligence, who was born outside of the United States—
born in England. There sat here nearly 30 years a great
Senator who landed in this country when he was 8 years of
age with one silver dollar in his pocket, the late Knute Nelson,
the Norwegian, Was there ever a better American citizen,
one who loved his country more?

There sit in this Chamber to-day two or three or four men
who I understand were born in other countries. I see the
junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. JouxNsox] here. I have
traveled all over that great State of his. If we would take
the Swedes and the Norwegians and the Danes out of Minne-
sota we would almost depopulate it, and most of them came
there in my lifetime. As we go over that State we find its
farms are beautiful; we find its people largely with names that
indicate they are of Scandinavian origin. What did those
people do when they got here? They went up there and took a
piece of prairie that was not doing anybody on earth any good;
was not even a pasture for buffalo any more, for the buffalo
were not there.

They plowed that sod, they planted it and raised crops.
They built habitations and barns. They reared children and
established schools and erected churches. They became a part
of the great body politic of the United States, and they have
been just as good citizens as some of those people whose grand-
fathers happened to come here instead of the individuals them-
selves coming. Would we add to our wealth if we_ obliterated
the greater part of Minnesota? ‘Why, somebody will say they
went in crowds. They did. We find a large percentage of the
population there of Seandinavian origin. Naturally when one
man goes from a country and locates he writes home to tell
his bretliren about it, and they come and write to their brethren,
and we thus get a certain concentration of people.

Where did this narrow spirit of proscription come from?
This used to be the land of the free and the home of the
brave. It used to be taught that here was a habitation for the
oppressed, of the earth. We remember that along the lines
of Lexington, at Concord, at Valley Forge, at Yorktown, there
stood many races of men, speaking many languages. 1 think
there were 36 different languages spoken in New York before .
the Revolution. They had many religions, Some of them did
not have any religlon. They all had the religion of liberty in
their hearts, their divine fires of God Almighty planted in the
hearts of men, the divine fires of liberty burning there. They
helped to establish and make this country. They have stood
on the field of every battle that has been fought, and they have
stood in the arks of peace, in the avocations of eivie life, side
by side with the man whose grandfather came from the same
country only a little while before, and they have made good.

Where is your menace? In what respect have they destroyed
us? Were they traitors during the recent war? Are they any
worse in morals than the so-called native-born American citizen?
Are they any lower in point of education, the second genera-
tion, the generation first born here? I say they are not, and
the statistics prove it.

Native-born American citizens? How did you happen to be
born here? Some of our ancestors were sent over here as in-
dentured servants. Some of our ancestors came here as pris-
oners., Some of our ancestors came here to escape religious
persecution. Many of our ancestors, the great majority of
them, came to escape the hard conditions of life in Hurope.
As soon as a man lands here he turns around and wants to
slam the door in the face of somebody else just as good & man
as he is, and he calls that Americanism.

Now, we have an argument here that there are certain races
of men in which there is a very large percentage of those who
are undesirable, and that those undesirables ought to be kept
out. I agree to the proposition of keeping out every undesirable.
When we establish these boards, if they are properly adminis-
tered, we can afford to take down all of the doors and let as
many come in as come here equipped for American citizenship.
But as I look at the diagram on the wall to which I have in-
vited attention I take it that it is intended to demonstrate that
immigration from the United Kingdom was all right when it
was very large in proportion to the total of the immigrants,
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and that it was all right to come from Germany in large num-
bers: but that the trouble is there has been a diminution of the
people from the United Kingdom and from Germany and a
larger number of people proportionately have come from the
other countries, Singularly enough, the map, which must be a
very bungling affair, does not show anything about the menace
of immigration that has come from Scandinavia. They are put
in with *all others.”

What made this change in immigration? Economic conditions
in Europe were such that the people of the United Kingdom did
not much care to move. Economic conditions in Germany were
such that the people of Germany did not care to emigrate in
later years. Of course, they have been shut out since the war,
and therefore the figures are utterly deceiving, utterly deceptive.
Now reverse the economic conditions and you will reverse immi-
gration. There is not 4 man in this Chamber who does not
know that if we were to open the doors to-morrow and say to
every German who wants to come to this country and can
qualify, “The doors are open,” that we would have a large
immigration from Germany. So that if it is desirable you can
get it by letting them come in.

Let us have no more of this hocus-pocus and false pretense.
If you want to keep a German out, say so; but do not put up &
map here indicating to me that he was desirable and is desir-
able, and that there are so few of them coming that that is
one reason why we are putting this bill through. You know
and I know that with the present economic conditions in Ger-
many, if you will open the doors you will have plenty of Immi-
grants from Germany. Moreover, if we are to judge anything
by what we hear of economic conditions in the British Isles, we
would have a large increase in immigration from there. We
would have a large increase, undoubtedly, from all of the north-
ern countries of Hurope, because the applications that have
come and the desire to come in from those countries already
indicate it.

What about Austria? Is Austria to be condemned? Of
course, I am not speaking of present little Austria. Are not the
Austrians capable of good citizenship? Among them were the
Bohemian, the Czechoslovakian, and different peoples from those
smaller countries. Open your doors and see if they do not
come;, Take off your limitations, but put up your tribunals
and let your tribunals say if a man is not fit for citizenship that
lie can not come in, no matter in what country he was born.
That is the proper solution.

Now, I want to give you a little final thought on this that
may be popular or may not. When I believe a thing I say it,
regardless of popularity. You want to solve the farmers
problem, do you? If you had two or three million more people
in this country, two or three million more mouths to feed here
at home, you would have mighty little surplus sent abroad,
and the farmers' problem would be largely solved.

Moreover, the farmer would be able to get some labor upon
his farm at prices which he could afford to pay. The farmer
has been undergoing this sort of an experience: The auto-
mobile came along and practically destroyed one branch of h
industry—the rearing of horses and mules. Practically tha
has ceased as an industry. Those animals used to eat great
quantities of farm products. To-day that avenue of consump-
tion is largely closed. Bring over some human beings to this
country. Let them go onto farms, as they will largely go on
the farms; let them work for moderate wages, so that the
farmer can afford to live. After a while they will begin to get
their feet under them and they will, perhaps, become the
owners of farms. In the meantime, however, there will have
been an increased consumption in the United States, and it
will be found at the end of a reasonable period of time that the
farm problem will have been largely solved by the creation of a
market at home that conld consume that much of the products
which the farmers raised and save them from the disability of
selling their surplus on the broken market of Hurope.

It is worth while to think a little about these matters; it is
worth while for you men of the South to ask yourselves the
question whether you do not need a larger white population in
the South. Some guestion ought to be asked as to what 'is to
solve your labor problem in the South. I do not pretend to
instruct you; I do not pretend to say what you ought to do.
You know that section ﬁtter than I know it, and one principle
that I have held to is that States ought to be allowed to run
their own business, because the people of the State know the
business of the State better than the people of the other States
know it.

I do know, however, to-day the American farmer has to pay
wages that are prohibitive upon his farming industry, as my
friend from Minnesota [Mr. Joanson], I think, will bear me
out.

Mr. President, this movement is but a part of a general swing,
We are going to exclude everybody; we are going to keep this
country just for ourselves, we think; but we are simply deny-
ing ourselves the wealth of the world, the splendid men and
women who want to come to this country and live under our
flag and become a part of this great people. You may do it;
you doubtless will do it.

As for myself, I would restrict the immigration simply by
determining that the individual was capable of becoming and
intended to become a good American citizen; that he was
capable of amalgamation into our population and into our
civilization; that he was well adapted to become a thorough-
going American citizen. Having done that, I would say to all
who desire to come, “The doors are open, and we welcome
you.” So we shall develop our own country; we shall increase
its wealth, its prestige, its power. There will come from other
lands men with the genius of painters and artists, men with
a capacity for hard work, men and women with a gift for in-
vention and music; and all the adernments and all the utilities
of life they will bring over in their brains and in their hearts,
just as our fathers brought similar qualities when they entered
this land. Our country will become greater and better because
of the addition of that kind of people. This movement may be
popular to-day, but it is a narrow movement; it is a proscrip-
tive movement, and in a sense it is a destructive movement,

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania, Mr, President, I ask leave to
perfect the pending amendment by the elisions and additions
which are shown on the eopy which I send to the desk. I ask
that the Secretary read the amendment, as I desire to per-
fect it.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsyl-
vania modifies and perfects the amendment which is now
pending. The Secretary will read the amendment as proposed
to be modified.

The Reapiva Coerk. The amendment as proposed to be
modified reads as follows:

At the end of section 8 insert the following:

“On or before March 4, 1926, the Secretary of State, the Becretary
of Commerce, and the Secretary of Labor shall jointly make an esti-
mate showing as nearly as may be the several national origins of the
persons who in 1820 comprised the whole population of continental
United Btates, excepting the descendants of such persons as were
Involuntary immigrants into the territory mow included therein. In
the preparation of such estimate the said officers are authorized to call
for information and expert asglstance from the Bureau of the Census,
and to receive and utilize any information that may be available from
other sources.

“After July 1, 1927, the maximum total number of immigrants that
shall be admitted into the United States in each fiscal year shall,
unless the Congress sghall in the interim provlde otherwise, be 150,000,
and the annual guota of each nationality shall bear the same ratio to
sald maximum total number of immigrants as the number of inhabit-
ants of the United States having that national origin shall bear to
the whole number of inhabitants other than the descendants of imvol-
untary immigrants. On or before April 1, 1927, sald officlals shall
jointly proclaim and make known the quotas of each nationality,
determined as aforesald, and thereafter the sald quotas shall continue
with the same effect as if specifitally stated herein, and shall be sub-
Jject to correction and readjustment only if it shall be made to appear,
to the satisfaction of sald officials, that an error of fact has occurred
in sald estimate or in said proclamation.”

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, the changes
that have been made in this amendment consist in postponing
the date for the effective application of the method by one
year, making it July 1, 1927, instead of July 1, 1926. Another
change in date extends the time for the commission, consisting
of three Cabinet officers, to make their report to March 4, 1926,
the purpose of that being, in case there should be a change in
the administration, to give the new officials ample time to
make their report to the Congress. I may say that these
changes have been drafted after a conference with the Senator
from Mississippi and other Senators on the other side of the
aigle, and I understand that with these changes the amend-
ment is now generally aceceptable,

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Pennsylvania yield to the Senator from Mississippi?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I am glad to yield.

Mr. HARRISON. On yesterday, or the day before yesterday
I believe it was, when the Senator offered his amendment, it
carried with it the provision that in 1928 the method proposed
in his amendment should apply. The amendment has now been
very materially changed, and In view of the modification of
the amendment-offered by the Senator from Pennsylvania, I
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tion of qffering the amendment, which: I reserved the right te

offer when we began the consideratien of this bill, to change |

the basis of the guota frem the census of 1910 to the census of

1800.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missis-
sippl withdraws the substitute for the amendment whieh is
now pending.

Mr. WILLIS. May ¥ interrupt the Senator—

Mr. HARRISON. May I say further, before the Senator
proceeds, that under the mmanimous-consemt agreement the
vote will ceme first on the amendment offered by the Senator
from Pennsyivamia, and them ¥ understand the Senater from
Obio [Mr. Wmris] desires that in kHeu of 2 per ecent, as pro-
vided by the committee smendment, he may offer an amend-
ment fixing the percentage at 1 per cent on the basis of the
eensus of 1910,

Mr. WILLES. If I may interrupt the Senator there, it will
not be neecessary formally to present the amendment, although
it has been pending for some time, because the vote, as I
understand, under the agreement now reached, will come first
wpon the committee amendment in line 10, on page 12, and
those whe, like myself, favor the 1 per eent provision need
only vote against the committee amendment.

Mr. HARRIS. Then, when that question is out of the

way——
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair desires to re-
mind the Senator from Ohio that, under the wnanimous-econsent
agreement, the amendment offered by the Senater from Penn-
gylvania is the pending amendment,

Mr. WILLIS, I understand that, and I am qguite agreeable
to that; but after that amendment, as medified, shall have been
tisposed of, then the guestion will recnr—and if T am mis-
taken about that I hope I will be corrected by the Chair—
upon agreeing te the eommittee amendment in line 10, on page
12, which will raise the question that I am ¥ inter-
ested In, namely, to adopt an amendment providing that the
quota shall be 1 per cent.

The PRESIDENT pro tempere, As the Chair understands,
that is the situation.

Alr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I am going to object to the
unanimous-consent reqtiest. The logical place for the amend-
ment which I have offered—and I think it was the first amend-
ment offered—is before any of the other amendments which
liave been presented. As I understand, the agreement pro-
pesed by the Senator from Pennsylvania would allow a vote en
practically every other amendment before voting on my amend-
ment.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, I think the Sena-
tor from Georgia has not caught the drift ef what I said. I
am not asking for any unanimous-consent agreement whatever,
and I believe the Senators who have in mind a vote on the
percentage question and on the censuses fo be established as a
basis would not object to a vote first being takem en the
amendment of the Senator from Georgia, which proposes total
exclusfon. It seems to me that logically the Senator from Geor-
gia should have his amendment voted on before we go into the
question of percentages and censuses, and I sheuld expect to
second his request that his amendment be considered.

Mr. HARRISON. I do not think there is any objection at all
to the request of the Senator from Georgia. :

Mr. HARRIS. With that understanding, then, of course, it
is agreeable to me.

Mr. WILLIS, If the Senator will yield to me for a moment,
I am very greatly interested im obtnining a vote on the commit-
tee amendment in line 10 on page 12, but T sy quite agreeable
to the suggestior now made by the Senater from Pemnsylvania
and the Senator fromy Mississippi that before that Is done, the
Senator frem Georgia may have a vete on his amendment.

Mr. HARRIS. I do not think there will be any objeetion to

that.
-Mr. WILLIS. Not at all 2

‘Mr. HARRIS. Then, we will get a vofe on the amendment to
provide total exclusion for five years; we will get a vote on the
racial-group proposition; we will get a vote on a 1 cent
quota based on the census of 1910, and we will gef & vote on the
2 per cent gquota based on the cemsus of 1800. i
Mr. WILLIS. Preeisely.

Mr. HARRISON. So that the Senate will have an opportun-
ity te express itself by record vote as to which ene of the
methods they Mke the best.

Mr. REED of Pemnsylvania. That Is exactly the situation.

Sevemar Sewators. Vote! \

Mr. FLETCHER. As I understand, a vote on the amendment
offeredd by the Senator from Pennsylvania and new pending,

I

' even if the amendment should be adopted, will not interfere
| with the metion the Senator from Mississippl proposes to make?
| Mr. HARRISON. Did the Sepator from Pennsylvania in-
(tend to have a vete fo-night? I have not said anything with
| respect to my amendment. I have been awaiting an opportunity
when it might be discussed.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I do not expeet to ask for a vote
on the Senator's amendment to-night, but I think we might as
well vote on the pending amendment. 1 do not understand that
there is any opposition to it

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question Is on the
amendment propesed by the Senator from Pennsylvania as
modified. ¢ :

The amendment as modified was agreed to.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Now, Mr. President, I ask that
the amendment of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Harmis],
whieh proposes total exclusion for a peried of five years, be now
laid before the Senate and be considered next.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore: JIs there objeetion to that
order? The Chair hears none, and the Secretary will state the
proposed amendment of the Senater from Georgia.

The Reamine Ormmx. On page 12, It is proposed to strike
out lines 9 to 22, both inclusive, and to imsert in liem thereof
the fellowing:

That for the perfod of five years, beginning 60 days after the pas-
sage of this act, the imunigration of aliems into the United States is
prohibited,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is upon agree-
ing to the amendment.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, I do not mean
to disenss this amendment at length, but I will ask the Senate
to bear in° mind in veting on it just what the effeet of total
exclusion will be. ’

I agree with the Senators who think that the United States
can get along very well on its present population. This country
is no longer underpopulated; but the amount of immigration
which is provided in any eof the schemes now proposed for
adoption by the Senate is so much smaller than we have ever
had before that I feel sure that the United States will not
suffer from the amount of Immigmtion provided under any of
them, and when we consider the cruelty and the suffering that
necessarily will resuit frem the separation of families it seems
to me——

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I hope the Senater will not
make & statement like that, becanse ¥ is misleading. 1 should
like: tor have the Clerk read my amendment. I have exactly
the same exeeption in my amendment, in the very same words,
that the Senator has.

Mr. BEED of Pennsylvania. ¥ have misunderstoed the
Senator’s amendment if it does take care of such cases. T ask
that the Secretary state the amendment,

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The Secretary will again
state the amendment.

¢ The ReEaptye CLERK, The amendment preposes to strike out
lines 9 to 22, both inclusive——

Mr. HARRIS, That is not the amendment.
amendment to the desk and ask fo have it stated v

The REamine CrErx. On page 12, it is proposed to sirike
out lines 9 te 22, beth inclusive, and to insert the following:

That for the period of five years, beginning 60 days after the pas-
sage of this act, the immigration of aliens into the United States is
prehibited.

I send the

| DRFINITION OF * IMMIGRANT ¥

Bmc, & When used in this act the termm * immigramt” means any
alien departing from any place outside the United States destined
far the United BStates, except (1) a government efficial, his family,
attendants, servants, and employees; (2) an alien visiting the United
States temperarily s a tourist or tempozarily for business, study, or
pleasure; (8) an alen in comtinuous tramsit through the United
Btates; (4) an alien lawfully admitted to the United Btates who
later goes im transit from ene part of the United States te another
through forelgn contiguous territory; (§) = bons fide aliem semman
serving as such on & vessel arriving at a port of the United Sitates and
seeking to emter temporarily the United States solely in the purseit
of his ealling as a seaman; (6) an allen lawfully admitted
to the United States who is returming from a temporary visit abroad;
(7) the unmarried child under 18 years of age, father or mother over
G5 years of age, the hushand, or the wife of a citisen of the United
States; and (8) an alien entitled to enter the United Statea salely
to earry onm trade umder and im pursuamee of the provisions of a pres-
ent existing treaty of commerce and navigation.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In order that the Recozp
may be entirely clear, the Chair desires to state that the
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amendment just read from the desk is the amendment to
which the unanimous-consent agreement applies.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. And not the amendment first
read?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And not the amendment
first read. The question is upon agreeing to the amendment of
the Senator from Georgia.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr, President, may I ask a question?
The amendment that was just adopted, offered by the Senator
from Pennsylvanla, was to part of section 8. This amendment
applies to it in its original form. Does this supersede the
amendment that was offered by the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania and which was just adopted?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. As I understand, the amend-
ment now pending would supersede subsection (a) of section
8, but would not affect the amendment just adopted as to
national origin.

Mr. HARRISON. May 1 ask the Senator from Georgia
whether he intends to nullify what the Senate did with respect
to the amendment of the Senator from Pennsylvania a few
minntes ago?

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, there is so much confusion
that I could not hear the Senator's question.

Mr. HARRISON. The amendment of the Senator from
Pennsylvania, that was adopted a while ago, as modified, pro-
vides that beginning on July 1, 1927, the number of immigrants
shall not exceed 150,000 annually, based on racial groups in
this country. The amendment of the Senator from Georgia
provides for total exclusion for five years, as I understand.

Mr, HARRIS. That is it, with such exceptions as are stated,

Mr, HARRISON. Conseguently, it would nullify the amend-
ment just adopted by the Senate; and the Senator intends to
apply his amendment to the amendment offered by the Senator
from Pennsylvania, the same as to the rest of section 87

Mr. HARRIS. That is my intention.

Mr. HARRISON. We had better know what we are voting
on, .

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on ngreeing
to the amendment of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Hargis].
[Putting the question.] By the sound the noes seem to
have it.

Mr. HARRIS. T ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and navs were ordered, and the reading clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. BROUSSARD (when lils name was called). I have a
general pair with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr.
Moses], If that Senator were present, however, he would
vote 4s I propose to vote, aud I therefore feel at liberty to vote.
I vote “ nay.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. LODGE (after having voted in the negative). I have a
general pair with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. UnxpErwoon].
Understanding from his speech that he \muld vote asg I have
voted, I allow my vote to stand.

AMr. FERNALD. I have a geueral pair with the Senator
from New Mexico [Mr. Joxks]. In his absence I transfer that
pair to the Senator fromm Vermout [Mr. Greexg] and will
vote. I vote “nay.”

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania (after having voted in the nega-
tive). I have a general pair with the Senator from Delaware
[Mr. BAvarp]. In his absence I transfer that pair to the senior
Senutor from New Hampshire [Mr. Moses] and will allow my
vote to stand.

Mr. WILLIS. My colleague, the junior Senator from Ohlo
[Mr. Frss], is unavoidably absent. I am advised that if he
were present he would vote “unay.”

AMr. ERNST, I transfer my general pair with the senior Sen-
ator from Kentucky [Mr. StaniEY] to the senior Senator from
Indiana [Mr. WATsoN] and will vote. I vote “nay.”

Mr. COLT (after having voted in the negative). I have a
general palr with the junior Senator from Florida [Mr., TrAM-
smerr]. I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from Towa
[Mr. BrooxmarT] and will allow my vote to stand.

Mr. FLETCHER (after having voted in the negative). I
have a general pair with the Sepator from Delaware [Mr.
Barr], who is unavoldably absent. I am informed that he
would vote as I have voted, and I will therefore allow my vote
to stand. -

Mr. MoNARY. DMy colleague [Mr, STANFIELD] 18 unavoidably
absent. If he were present, he would vote * nay.”

Mr. GERRY. I desire to announce the absence of the Sen-
ator from Arizona [Mr. AsHURsST] on account of serious illness
in his family.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I desire to announce that the
Senator from Kansas [Mr, Curtis] Is necessarily absent.

I also desire to announce that the senior Senator from In-
diana [Mr, WaTson] is absent on account of serlous illness in
his family, and that the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr, LENEOOT]
is absent on account of illness.

The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 46, as follows:

7 YEAB—18
Adams Harris b Mayfield Sheppard
Caraway Harrison Neely Bhields
Dial Heflin Overman Smith
George Jones, Wash. Pittman Stephens
NAYB—46

Brandegee Fernald McLean Bimmons
Broussard Fletcher Mchg:{ Bmoot
Bursum Gerry or! Spencer
Cameron (Glass orrig Sterling
Ca{) Hale Oddie Swanson
Colt Harreld Pepper Wadsworth
Copeland Johnson, Minn. Phipps Walsh, Mass
Cummins Kendrick Ralston arren
Dale Keyes Reed, Mo, Weller
Edge King Reed, Pa Willis
Edwards Ll&e Robinson
Ernst MeKellar Shipstead

NOT VOTING—84
Ashurst Elkins dd Btanfleld
Ball . Ferris La Follette Stanley
Bayard Fess Lenroot Trammell
Borah Frazler MeCormick Underwood
Brookhart Gooding McKinley Walsh, Mont.
Bruce Greene se8 atson
Couzens Howell Owen Weller
Curtis Johnson, Calif.  Ranadell
Dill Jones, N. Mex.  Shortridge

So Mr. Hagris's amendment was rejected.

Mr. STERLING. Mr, President, I send to the desk an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to the hill to-morrow, but I am
going to ask the privilege of having the amendment read, for
the reason that it may come on for discussion early in the
morning, I ask that it may be read, and then be printed and .
lie on the table.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the
proposed amendment.

The ReEApine Crerx. On page 12, at the end of line 22, the
Senator from South Dakota proposes to insert:

Provided, however, That it shall be the duty of the Commissioner
General of Immigration to ascertain the different racial groups con-
gtituting the people of any nation entitled to its quota of immigrants
under this act, and the approximate number of people in each of said
groups, and when it shall appear that the people of any nation are
composed of ¢ nly recognized and well-defined distinet racial
groups such guota shall then be apportioned to the several racial groups
in the ratio that the number in each such group bears to the entire
population of such nation. That immigrants belonging to any raclal
group shall not be admitted in excess of the number so apportioned,
nor ghail the number of immigrants from any such nation or country
exceed {he aggregate of those apportioned to the several racial groups.
The Commissioner General shall, with the approval of the Becretary
of Labor, preseribe all necessary rules and regulations for carrying
these provisions into effect,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
printed, and lie on the table.

Mr, WILLIS. I ask that the committee amendment on page
12, line 10, be now reported. It was the understanding reached,
that that is to be the next amendment taken up.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, That is the pending amend-
ment. The Secretary will state the amendment.

The Reapine Crerx. On page 12, line 10, the committee
proposes to strike out * 200 and in addition thereto 1,” and to
insert the word * two,” so as to read:

8ec, 8 The annual “quota™ of any nationality shall be 2 per
cent of the number of foreign-born individuals of such nationality
resident in continental United States as determined by the United
States census of 1910.

Mr, WILLIS. Mr. President, just a brief statement con-
cerning the parliamentary situation. I had printed an amend-
ment intended to be offered reducing the percentage from 2 to 1.
It will not be necessary to call up that amendment, because the
same thing can be accomplished by voting down the com-
mittee amendment. Those who desire to reduce the percentage
from 2 to 1 should therefore vote against the pending amend-

The amendment will be

ment.

It will be noted that the secretary properly read some other
language; namely, “200 and in addition thereto”; that is to
say, the bill provided originally for a minimum quota of 200,
but at the bottom, in lines 21 and 22, that is changed by the
committee to 100. So the question now involved is simply
whether the percentage shall be 2 per cent or 1 per cent, based
on the census returns of 1910.
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There are two points to which I wish to ecall the attention of
the Semate in that behalf. The argument urged against 2 per
cent based on the ecensus returns of 1890 s the fact that it is
to some extent discriminatory against peoples coming from
certain countries, For example, under the present law there
can be an immigration from Austria in the year of 7,300. That
would be cut down under the 2 per cent provision based on the
census returns of 1800 to 1,100. Under the proposed amend-
ment—that is to say, if the Senate votes against this amendment
and makes it 1 per cent—the number would be 2,400.

Take another example. The Senator from Missourl [Mr.
Rern] some time ago referred to the people of Czechoslovakia.
Under the present law 14,000 can come in from that country
every year. Under the 2 per cent proposition based on the een-
sus returns of 1890 the number would be cut down to 2,000, but
under the proposition I am suggesting 4,200 would be admis-
sible.

Take the case of Denmark:. Under the present law 5,600 ean
come in from that country. Under the 2 per cent proposition
based on the census of 1880 the number would be cut to 2,900,
Under this propesal it would be 1800,

In other words, the people of no natien can complain, be-
cause we are using the basis of the present law, and we pro-
pose to apply it to all nations the same. It is a fact that the
argument ean justly be made against 2 per cent based en the
returns of 1890 that it does discriminate in favor of some na-
tions and against others. Indeed, frankly, that is the purpose
of that amendment. !

I am calling the attention of the Senate to the faet that this
‘proposition, which can be attained by simply voting down the
- committee amendment, is fair and equitable to all nations.

Mr, KING. Mr. President, as I understand the Senator, his
proposition Is to strike out 3 per cent and imsert 1 per cent.

Mr, WILLIS. My proposition, and what I hope the Senate
will do, is to vote down the committee amendment proposed
to be inserted on line 10, which is to insert the werd * two.”
If the Senate will vote that down, then the language of the
original bill will stand, meking it 1 per cent, if we leave it
on the basis of the census of 1910. Of course, there may he
other amendments, to change the census; but we are now
talking about the percentage.

Mr. KING. The effect of the Senator's amendment would be
to restriet immigration to approximately one hundred and
fifteen to one hundred and twenty thousand?

Mr. WILLIS. Yes; approximately one hundred and ﬂtteen
or one hundred and twenty thonsand.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chalr desires to make
a statement at this point. When this eommittee amendment
was reached .in the regular course of procedure, the Senator
from Georgia [Mr. Hanrris] offered the following amendment
to it: On page 12, line 10, strike out “ two ' and insert * one,”
and in that siteation the entire subject was passed over. The
Chair is bound to recognize the pendemey of the amendment
offered by the Senator from Georgia to strike out “two” and
insert “ one.”

My. WILLIS, Mr. President, I thought that had been cov-
ered in the agreement that was reached. Of course, I do not
care whose amendment is voted on. I introduced an amend-
ment at the same time, but I may suggest to the Senator from
Georgia we will get at the specific thing in which he is inter-
ested, and in which a number of us are interested, simply by
voting against the committee amendment. I hope the Senater
from Georgia will consent to withdraw his amendment, as I
have done mine, so as to come at the matter directly.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I offered an amendment to
ghut out immigration for five years. That having been voted
down, I would now like to have the percentage reduced to
1 per cent, that being the next best thing. I am perfectly
willing to have the Senator from Ohilo offer his amendment in
whatever form he desires to present it.

Mr, WILLIS. If the Senator will note, what he has in view
by the introduction of his amendment and what I have songht
to accomplish will be brought about directly by voting against
the commitiee amendment.

There is only one other word I want to =ay, and that i3 to
answer a question as to the effect 1 per cent will have on the
number coming in. To those who are interested in restriction
1 want to say that this proposition to make it 1 per cent,
based on the census of 1910, will make the number admissible
practically 120,000 per year, but if It is made 2 per cent,
based on the census of 1800, it will be more than that; that
& to say, 169,000. The basis proposed in the amendment
offered by the Senator from Pennsylvania would make it ap-
proximately 150,000, To those who actually want to restriet
immigration I will say that this proposition will reduce it to

a smaller pumber than will any amendment now presented. I
hope the Senate will vote against the pending ecommittee
amendment, and thus fix the basis at I per cent based on the
census of 1910,

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, on the table there is an
amendment which I offered on the 3d of April propesing to
change the word “two” to the word “three Is it proper
to present that amendment at this time as a substitute for
the amendment suggested by the Senator from Ohio?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The SBenator from Ohio has®
not offered any amendment,

Mr. COPELAND. Is it proper for this amendment to be
offered as a substitute for the amendment proposed by the
committee?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question, as
the Chair understands it, is on the amendment proposed by
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Hargris].

Mr. WILLIS. The Senator from Georgia announeed his
willingness and desirve to withdraw his amendment, as I under-
stood him, so the guestion wouwld be on the cummittee amend-
ment,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair dtd not under-
stand the Senator from Geergia as withdrawing his amend-
ment.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, what I want is to get a
vote on the proposition to reduce the percentage from two to
one. If the Senator's amendment reaches that result without
any ecomplications, T am willing that it shounld be offered.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands,
then, that the Senator from Georgia withdraws his amend-
ment, and the gquestion is upon agreeing or disagreeing to the
committee amendment. The Senator from New York asks if
a farther amendment to that amendment is in order. A fur-
ther amendment is in order.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, will the Senator
yield?

Mr. COPELAND. I yleld.

Mr. REEDr of Pennsylvania. It seems to me that under our
unanimous-consent  agreement the next business before the
Senate is the adoption or rejection of the committee amendment,
which is to strike out the words read by the Secretary and to
insert the word “two.” Tnder our unanimous-consent agree-
ment no other amendment can be considered until the com-
mittee amendments are first disposed of.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment suggested
by the Senator from New York is an amendment to the com-
mittee amendment, and is therefore in order.

Mr, COPELAND. I offer, then, as an amendment on page 12,
line 10, that the word “two” be stricken out before “per
centum ” and the word * three” inserted. I want to speak on
that in due time, but perhaps the Senate would like to recess

now,

Mr. REED of Missouri, If the Senator will pardon me——

Mr, COPELAND. Certainly.

Mr. REED of Missouri, I think we might as well recess
now, becanse I know the Senator is very mueh In earnest about
his amendment and I know that the Senator from Ohio [Mr.
Wirris] will oppose anything that has 8 per cent in it.
[Laughter.,] 'We will therefore have a long controversy and
we might as well recess now.

Mr. LODGE. 1 understand an agreement has already heen
made to take a recess at the conclusion of to-day’s business,

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. An agreement has already
been made to take a recess, and if the Senator from New York
will yield to me to make the motion——

Mr. COPELAND. Certainly.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I move that the unanimous-
econsent agreement be carried out and that the Senate take a
recess until noon to-morrow,

Mr. COPELAND. I understand that I will have the floor

The PRESIDM pro tempore. The motion to take a recess
is not in order as long as the Senator from New York has the
floor.

Mr. LODGE. I understand it has been agreed that we shall
take a recess when the Senate concludes its business to-day.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate has not con-
cluded its business.

Mr. COPELAND. I think it hardly fair for me to detain
the Senate to-night.

Mr. ROBINSON. Nur. President, a point of order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas
will state the point of order.

Mr. ROBINSON. 1 think the Chair does not understand the
situation, The point of order is that the Senator from New
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York [Mr. Corrnasn] yielded tohe Senator from Pennsylvanln
[Mr. Rekn] to make a metion that the Senate ‘carry out its
unanimous-consent agreement and take a recess until 12 o'clock
to-morrow.

Mr. LODGII. That motion: is-in order.

The PREFIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not under-
stand the Senator from New York to yield for that purpose.

Mr., LODGE. He yielded for that precise purpose,

Mr. ROBINSON. If he did not do so them, I know he will
do =0 now.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New
York a moment ago, as the Chair understood him, stated that
The had not yielded for that purpose.

‘Mr, COPIELAND. T beg :the Chalr’'s pardon; I stated I
would yield that a reeess might be taken.

Mr, ROBINSON. Will the Senator frem New York yield to
me now?

" Mr. COPELAND. I yield.

Mr, ROBINSON. I move that the Senate execute its unani-
mous-consent agreement lheretofore made and take a recess
until 12 o’clock to-morrow.

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. Does the Senator from New
York yield for that purpose?

Mr. COPELAND. I yield. -

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The guestion is on the ie-
tion of the Senator from Arkansas.

The motion was agreed to; and the 'Senate (at 6 o'clock and
"6 minutes p. m.) took a recess untll to-morrow, Thursday,
April 17, 1924, at 12 o'clock meridian.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wepxespay, April 16, 192}

The House met at 12 o'clock noon, and -was called to order
by the Speaker.

‘'he Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, ‘D. D., offered
the following prayer:

Loving heavenly, heaveélly Father—in Wwhose mighty world
we are gruteful to be awa{e again—we 'thank Thee for the
‘morning hour with its new revelation of Thy power and glory.
‘Renew our strength with the 'birth of each new day. Reveal
to us the beauties and the opportunities of life, and may our
‘daily labor become 'to us a sacrameént. . Always keep our .ambi-
‘tions ‘and purposes seét on worthy objecta. O give us the wis-
‘dom and ‘the grace to receive Thee 'to our hearts. This day—
80 beautiful—may the glory of pature above and, the promise
of 'the earth below inspire us to see Thy face .and to magnify
Thy holy ndaiie. Ameén.

The Journal 'of ‘the 'proceedings of yesterday was read and ap-
proved. :

‘MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate, hy Mr, Welch, one of its elerks,
announcell that the Senate had passed bill of the following
title, in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives
was requested :

8. 2797. An act to authorize the payment of claims under
the provisions of the so-called war minerals relief act,
BENATE BILL REFERRED

Under clause 2, Rule XXTV, Senate bBill of the following
title was tiken from the 'Spesaker's tdble and referred to its
appropriate committee as indicated 'below:

H, 2707. An act to authovize 'the paymerts of claims under
the provigions of the so-callefl “wvar 'minerals relief act; to ‘the
Committee -en Mines and Dlining,

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

Mr. ROSENBLOOM from the Committee on Enrolled Bills
reported fhat they had examined and found truly enrelled
bills of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same:

L R. 650, An act to previde for a tax on motor-vehicle fuels
sold within the District of Columbia, and for other purposes.
AN EXPLANATION

‘Mr. SEARS of ‘Florida. Mr, ‘Speaker, T ask unanimous con-
gent to address the House for one minute.

The BPEAKBER. The gentleman from Florida #asks unani-
motis ‘consent to address the 'House for one minute. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

“Mr. SEARS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, when the immigration

bill was up for conslderation 'my ‘colleagues, Messrs, CLARK

and Drane of Florida, weére unavoidably absent. I understand

they were both palred, but ‘there 'is some misunderstanding,
L]

«and 1the -report has gotten -out that they were oppoesed to tie
immigration bill. If my colleagues had been present I have
been assured, and I can mssure the House, 1 believe, that both
of them would have voted for the immigration bill as it passed
the House, and therefore I desire to make this statement and
have it go in the REecoznb.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

‘EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPREBENTATIVE TYSON OF ALABAMA

‘Mr. HILL of Alabama. Mr, Speaker, on Monday last, the
‘House made an order setting aside Sunday, May 18, 1924,
for memorial services on the life, character, and public services
of Hon. Joux R. Tysown, late a Representative from the State
‘of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent that that order be set
‘gside and-vacated and that an order be entered setting aside
‘Sunday, May 25, 1024, for memorial services on the life,
dharacter, and ‘public services of Hon. Jorw I, TYSON, late a
‘Representative from the State of Alabama.

'The 'SPEAKER, The gentleman from Alabama asks unani-
mous consent that Sunday, Ray 25, 'be substituted for May 18,
for memorinl services on the life, character, and public services
‘of Hon. Joux 'R. Tysox, 'late a Represenmtlve ‘from the State
‘of Alabama. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

The SPEAKER. It is 8o ordered.

ORDER OF BUSINESS

| Mr. HOWARD of Nebrasgka. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous
‘consent for'one minute. |

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska asks unsni-
‘mous consent ‘to proceed ‘for one minute. 'Is there objection?t

There ‘was no objection.

Mr., HOWARD of Nebrakka. ' 'Mr. Speaker, T desire to akk the
‘mttentien ‘of our administration friends on ‘my right to ‘the
fact that we have enough Members on this side to transact
business this morning. We understand that the public busi-
‘ness' has been much delayed, #nd -we are Teady to help, but they
do 'mot seem 'to come to our aid. I am jnst suggesting to the
gentlemen on the other side of the aigle that here we dre ready
to transact the busdiness of the country, 'and ‘we plead ‘with
“hem ‘that they keep enough Members here to help keep busi-
ness going.

(Mr, OHINDBLOM, Does the gentleman believe that 30 Mem-
bers-ure enough 'to transdet business?

Mr. BLANTON. That is'twice 15

Mr, HOWARD 'of Nebraska. I mot only believe but know
“that 'all the 'time 'we have been keeping enough over here to
‘help ‘you folks do ‘business, but often you do not have even a
‘handfdl. Tt is not right.

HOUE OF MEETING TO-MORROW—11 O'CLOCK #Asr M.

Mr. TONGWORTH. Thanking ‘the gentleman for his as-
‘surance that the Members on his 'side are rYeady to 'help trans-
fot 'business, 1 'agk wmnanimous ‘consent that when fhe House
wifjourns to-day ‘it ‘adjourn to meet to-morrow at 11 o'clock.

The SPEAKRR. The genfleman from Ohio asks unanimous
consent that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn ‘to
meet to-morrow at 11 o'clock. Is there objection?

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Pardon me, Mr. Speaker; nwill
that be IFriday?

The SPEAKER. No; Thursday.

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska, I would object if it were Fri-
day, but as it is I do not.

" Mr. LONGWORTH. Thursday always follows Wednesday.
[Laughter.]

The SPEHAKER. Is fhere ebjection?

There was no objection,

LEAYE T0 ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. DAVEY. Mr., Speaker, T ask unanimous consent that
when the House meets to-morrow, after the dizposal of matters
on the Speaker’s desk, I be permitted to address the House for
40 ‘minutes.

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimons
-%msgnt to address the House for 40 minutes. Is there objec-

on?

Mr. STRONG of Kansas.
what subject?

Mr. DAVITY. The occaslon for this address is the fact that
the President of .the United States has proclaimed next week
as forest-protection week, and I desire to address the House on
the subject of trees and their advantage to human life,

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. If we are going to continue work
on the legislation that is now before us, all right; but the
miking of addresses of the Kind the gentleman wants to make

Reserving the right to objéct, on
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